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PAINTING AT THE ROYAL ACADEMY. 


HERE has been some discussion in the Press 
recently with regard to the effect that the war, 
when it is over, will have on the art of painting. 
When discussions of this somewhat unprofitable 
kind occur they rarely touch essentials ; and in 

the consideration of the art of painting in the present instance 
they only, so far as we see, touch the question of the subject- 
matter in painting. Where the art of painting is concerned, 
the subject is perhaps not a very important matter: because 
the vision of a genuine artist can lend to any subject which 
appeals to him for the purpose of his art qualities of interest 
and insight that will give his work permanent artistic value. 
But it was not without some curiosity of this kind—curiosity as 
to the effect of the war, so far as it has gone, on the art of paint- 
ing—that we visited the Summer Exhibition of the Academy. 
And the obvious conclusion to be drawn from the pictures on 
the walls is that the war has had practically no effect upon 
the painters’ outlook or thought. But that it will ultimately 
have some effect we can scarcely doubt. A crisis of the kind 
through which we are passing at the present time cannot occur 
without leaving its mark upon all aspects of human thought 
and endeavour. When an almost unthinkable thing happens, 
when all that one has been accustomed to accept as the canons 
of civilisation, as a state of things which it has taken centuries 
of the highest human endeavour to build up, collapses in one 
violent crash, then we are faced with a whole set of new values, 
for which we shall have to provide new standards and readjust- 
ments. In the awakened estimate of life generally, after this 
upheaval, art in all its phases will be affected just as every other 
expression of the economy of human thought will be affected. 
The present exhibition at Burlington House is typical of 
previous exhibitions of recent years : it shows as yet no change ; 
and probably if any change occurs it will be so gradual that it 
will be almost imperceptible. As the largest exhibition of the 
year, as the only exhibition which is stamped as it were with 
official sanction, new influences will find expression, in the first 
instance, beyond its walls at smaller exhibitions. But it may, 
we think, be safely conjectured that, whatever form these new 
infliences may take, they will at least be free from the 
insincerities and affectations, the desire of making a splash and 
sensation at any price, which have been characteristic of some of 
the new movements in painting in recent years. The war will 
not have been fought altogether in vain if it restores sincerity 
to art, and replaces a type of decadent symbolism by the 
recognition that the essence of symbolism is to be found in 
deeper waters than mere technical affectation, or in theories 
which are no contribution to the better interpretation and 
eetstanding of life and nature, the fundamental basis of 
all art. 

The first impression of the Summer Exhibition at the 
Academy is usually disappointing. Where such a large number 
of contemporary pictures are exhibited the general standard 
cannot attain a high level. In any case the number of pictures 
of first-rate excellence painted in any one year can only be 
small, We have heard, as indeed one always hears, that the 
show is a poor one. We do not share this opinion ; we consider 
that it attains an average level of merit, and that: it possesses 
many fine works. The hanging committee are, to some extent, 
responsible for the first feeling of disappointment. They have 
Placed in the chief places of honour one or two very large 
Canvases which possess very little interest, and which would 
sueaely have been rejected if other and better canvases of 

€ same dimensions had been available. Concessions to size 
or subject are possibly legitimate from the Academic point 
of view, but such concessions do not add to the interest of the 
“pares and to a certain degree misrepresent it. Further, 
am ¢ Te at the mass of pictures on the Academy walls it is 
hell, eep in mind that the juxtaposition of other works may 
ste, = the effect of a picture of outstanding merit. A 
me : or its full effect is always, to a very large ‘extent, 

Pendent on its position, the light in which it is placed, and 


the colour of its surroundings. If we could disassociate many 
individual pictures from their immediate environment at the 
Academy, we should no doubt often find the exhibition more 
interesting than is possible under the system on which such 
exhibitions are held. 

When you begin to disentangle the somewhat mixed 
impressions which the Academy, as a whole, leaves on the 
mind, the perhaps somewhat general impression of dullness, 
you will probably discover that the present exhibition is not 
only equal to the average, but is even one of extraordinary 
interest. There are, for instance, the pictures of Mr. Sargent. 
And it is a very good Sargent year: possibly of more interest 
than in years in which he has provided the sensational picture. 
Mr. Sargent is an Academician without possessing the dominant 
qualities of the type. He has never become the prey of his 
own conventions. In his pursuit of art, in his wonderful 
technical accomplishment, he has never lost his curiosity in 
life or technique. He is to-day as fresh and interesting as ever, 
because his view of life has never lacked freshness and interest. 
A few years ago he practically retired from the painting of 
portraits, when no doubt commissions were pouring in upon 
him and his works never failea to excite interest and admira- 
tion. The result was that in the following years he provided 
the exhibition with apparent studies rather than works of 
premeditated achievement, of landscape and architecture which 
were remarkable for their breadth and actuality of statement. 
This year he has in two instances returned to portrait painting, 
and his portrait of Mr. Jenkinson is not only equal to anything 
that he has done in this direction, it is, in our view, quite the 
best portrait at the exhibition. It does not even possess the 
touch of criticism or caricature which he did not seem able to 
escape, or which he cultivated as a sort of criticism of. himself, 
a few years ago. It is as sincere a bit of interpretation as one 
could wish to see in portrait painting. His portrait of “ Lord 
Curzon,” a much more showy affair, with its colour and 
decorations, is not nearly so convincing, and might easily be 
passed over as a type of portrait with which the exhibition 
has made us familiar. In his two Tyrolese subjects he breaks 
fresh ground, and shows the versatility of interest, the freedom 
from any kind cf formula which makes his art so interesting. 
His pictures of this type are rarely compositions in the usual 
pictorial sense of the term; they are within the limits of his 
artistic outlook (and he must be ranked with the naturalists 
in painting), transcripts of life and nature in which the only 
things that count are the directness and insight with which 
he is able to interpret the scene befcre him. His picture of a 
graveyard in the Tyrel, for instance, crowded with iron crosses 
and memorials, which possess no artistic or decorative interest 
in themselves, seen in connection with their surroundings and 
in certain effects of light and shade only goes to show that a 
painter with the gift of seeing can make even common things 
artistically interesting. It is also a very good year for Mr. 
Sims, although he has not contributed any elaborate work. 
His pictures, which are almost like fragments from a larger 
decorative scheme, possess all the elements of fantasy, charm, 
and delicate colour which have become the formula of his 
artistic expression. If they do not suggest any fresh interest 
in his work, they do not at any rate suggest any staleness in 
the convention which (we are referring particularly to Nos. 125 
and 407 in the catalogue) he has established for himself, and in 
which there is always a certain danger. It is also an excellent 
Orpen year. This artist’s portraits of Miss Lily Cairstairs 
and the Marchioness of Headfort are both of outstanding 
merit; the subjects in both cases obviously lent themselves to 
attractive treatment, and the artist’s technical gifts have never 
perhaps been displayed to greater advantage. The portrait of 
the “‘ Marchioness of Headfort,” in a black velvet frock 
trimmed with white fur and lace, is one of the most brilliant 
things at the Academy. While we are discussing portraits 
we should like to refer to Mr. J. J. Shannon’s portrait of Mr. 
Rezinald Blomfield, a Work which we presume will, in the 
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course of time, form part of the collection of Past-Presidents 
on the walls of the R.I.B.A. As a piece of painting, as a 
combination of colours, as a portrait, it is quite excellent, 
although the treatment as a whole lacks simplicity and 
breadth and the finer qualities of interpretation which 
distinguish the art of portraiture at its best. Mr. Lavery’s 
portrait of Queen Mary is a little indetermined both in treat- 
ment and effect; while among the other portraits which we 
observed, Mr. David Mufray’s portrait, entitled ‘‘ In a Studio,” 
would seem to be quite his best contribution at the present 
exhibition. 

Landscape painting is very adequately represented. The 
large picture entitled ‘‘ The Garden of Peace,’ by Mr. Tom 
Mostyn, which occupies the place of honour in Gallery No. VII., 
is a sort of tour de force in restless brilliancy for a work painted 
on such a large scale. It is in a way a series of compositions 
worked into an organic whole, in which the interest centres 
in the pool and fountain in the foreground. [If its brilliancy 
is not without a suggestion of metallic quality, this is perhaps 
unavoidable in attempting the effect which Mr. Mostyn 
certainly produces. The richness of the colouring, thrown into 
relief by the overshadowing trees, the sustained interest which 
the painter has expressed in every detail, justifies the work 
as one of great sincerity. It is a far cry from the vibrating, 
the somewhat garish impression of this picture, to the classic 
serenity of Mr. Cameron’s landscape of mountains and plains 
of Scotch scenery. Mr. Cameron has a _ decorative and 
emotional feeling for scenes of this kind which is not shared 
by any other painter at the exhibition. With Mr. Sargent 
landscape painting is a sort of episode, a momentary transcript 
which he appears to jot down, concealing rather than expressing 
any personal emotional quality, a transcript which indicates 
no preconceptions on the part of the artist, and whose chief 
quality is, as it were, that it must speak for itself. With Mr. 
Cameron a landscape is not a subject for interpretation in this 
sense : it is not an episode, merely a subject for a painting. 
It is much more than that. The understanding of nature with 
him would seem to be in the first instance rather a matter of 
long contemplation and realisation than a subject for immediate 
portrayal. He waits for the mood both in nature and in 
himself, and it is not until these are in harmony that he begins 
his task. Among the other landscapes, notable work is 
contributed by Mr. Arnesby Brown, Mr. Arthur Friedenson, 
Mr. Oliver Hall, and Mr. Hughes Stanton, all in the manner 
with which their pictures at previous exhibitions have made 
us familiar. Mrs. Laura Knight’s ‘‘ May Blossom,” tucked 
away, for some unaccountable reason, in-a corner of Gallery 
No. L., deserves a much better position. The tree, surcharged 
with blossom, the unposed children playing in the grass, the 
breezy sky, suggest the healthy, open-air feeling of approaching 
summer, and are painted with affected and charming 
freedom. 

The decorative quality in painting is not a strong point 
with British artists. The large pictures, symbolical, historical, 
and others, which are either commissioned or destined to 
occupy some position in a public building, are rarely more than 
the ordinary easel picture painted to a large scale. When a 
painter attempts to represent an historical event, for instance, 
how often does he succeed in representing no more than an 
arrangement of models dressed in costumes from Wardour- 
street! We do not wish to point our moral by indicating 
examples at the present exhibition; but there are certainly 
two which, while possessing certain decorative qualities, are 
caricatures so far as the evocation of history or an incident 
in imaginative literature is concerned. Mr. Seymour Lucas’s 
“ The Flight of the Five Members ” is, for a picture of this type, 
a better example. The grouping and arrangement are on 
spacious decorative lines, and it is possibly as successful a 
representation of the historical incident which it illustrates as 
could be expected. When in your peregrinations through the 
Galleries you arrive at Gallery No. IV., your eye reaches, through 
the range of doorways which extend to Gallery No. VIII., a 
large painting at the end of the vista, the effect of which is 
wholly pleasant. If Mr. Gerald Moira’s “ A July Day” had 
not had the advantage of this position, we doubt that it would 
have made quite the same appeal. The painting suggests, 
however, some change from the traditional examples of the 
treatment of subjects for a decorative purpose. It is possible 
that a large decorative painting which appeals to one for its 
feeling for light, for fresh air and atmosphere, may in the long 
run have as a sustained permanence of interest as the type of 
painting which appeals to one for its®expression of form and 
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-balance. Mr. Clausen’s “ Renaissance” also belongs to the 
decorative type of picture; it is symbolical, and its meaning 
is rather obscure. It is painted with the pale palette of Puvis 
de Chavannes or Maurice Denis, and the drawing of the nude. 
figure does not suggest any very careful study of the model. 
Chavannes, we know, left the model out of account when he 
was working on his completed design, and attained in con- 
sequence a quality of idealism in his work that later decorative 
painters have often sought for in vain. Nothing that proceeds 
from Mr. Clausen’s brush is uninteresting, but we do not 
consider this to be one of his most successful works. It is 
difficult to-place Mr. William Strang in any definite category 
as a painter. In his etchings he is clearly master of his material: 
he conveys with the skill of a master precisely the impression 
which he wishes to convey, with a simplicity and directness that 
always make his works a desirable possession for any lover of 
pure etching. In his etchings he makes himself subservient 
to the delicacy and intricate quality of the art. In somewhat 
curious contrast his paintings suggest an attitude diametrically 
opposite. Here he is aggressive, argumentative, masterful, 
and in consequence—shall we say ?—a little unconvincing. 
His pictures are not so much an interpretation as they are a 
statement and a protest. No doubt when Mr. Strang has 
finished making his protest, when he discovers in himself the 
same desire for interpretation in painting which is- expressed 
so admirably in his etchings, he will find an equal number of 
admirers in both directions of his work. 

In so large an affair as the Academy it is impossible in a 
brief space to deal with the paintings in detail ; to do so would 
be rather the compilation of a catalogue than a criticism. One 
can only touch upon the pictures which suggest the tendency 
of modern painting, the ccnsideration of which involves what 
one calls ‘“ general ideas.”” And in this sort of review the 
personal predilections of the writer scarcely enter ; it is perhaps 
even necessary for his argument or his space to leave 
unmentioned the works which appeal to him most. 

The war at the present time overclouds all aspects of life; 
art may not secure for itself a pleasant detachment and repose. 
We do not share the opinion which has been expressed in some 
quarters that when peace is declared we shall be so heartily 
sick of the whole business that painters will find their pleasure 
and profit in depicting scenes remote from the traffic of blood- 
shed and arms. But painters can no more escape from reality 
than the rest of mankind. There are many artists at the front 
whose experiences and impressions will no doubt find expression 
on the walls of future Academies. The war pictures at the 
present exhibition are numerous, and, with few exceptions, 
carry small conviction either as works of art or for their 
verisimilitude. 

We should like to refer in passing to some other works which 
we observed. Mr. Appleyard’s “ A Secret,” in the first gallery, 
is pleasant to look upon, for its atmospheric and decorative 
quality. Without quite grasping the meaning of the subject, 
it obviously belongs to the type of work in which any didactic 
meaning is of small importance; one would be content to 
possess it for its qualities of poetic suggestion. The talent of 
Mr. Van Anrooy steadily gains in power. There are few 
painters of urban scenes who are able to express so well the 
sentiment of such scenes as he depicts in “ Canal at Dordt 
and “ The Béguinage at Bruges,’ a sentiment in which great 
precision of drawing buildings does not limit in any way the 
capacity of the artist in obtaining their full colour and emotional 
value. Amonz the water-colours there are two interesting 
examples by Sir Ernest George, ‘‘ The Cathedral and Broletta, 
Brescia,” and “ Avila, Spain,” which are painted with his usual 
facility and clearness. His eye would seem to seize at once 
the quality of picturesque line in a group of buildings, and with 

a considerable knowledge of his water-colours we cannot recall 
any instance in which this apparently spontaneous faculty 1s 
not evident. “ The Annunciation ” of Mr. Reginald Frampten 
brings into the art of modern painting a touch of the early Italian 
Renaissance ; that is to say, that his paintings are a decorative 
expression of religious sentiment. Two other works of his, 
“La Donna di Promessa” and ‘“‘ Our Lady of Promise ~ (I? 
oils), express the same ideal quality. Mr. A. J. Munnings 
contributes three oil paintings, ““ The Gipsy Group,” “ Country 
Races—the Start,” and “ The Fair,” all realistic studies of 
country life, which are interesting for their unstudied impres- 
sionistic-effect. In glancing at the etchings in the South Room 
we observed that Mr. Cameron, Mr. Strang, Mr. William Monk, 
Mr. W. Walcot, and Mr. W. Lee Hankey were among the 
artists whose work was represented on the walls. 
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NOTES. 


At the present time the building industry is not 

How to in a position to bear burdens which are unnecessary 
Encourage and serve no useful purpose, but, though the 
Building. Legislature cannot do anything in the direction of 
allocating public funds, it might do much if it 

relaxed or repealed laws and regulations which bear heavily on 
building, and which do not bring adequate returns to the public 
exchequer and do not promote the health of the population or 
contribute to the well-being of the population. First and foremost 
we have the land legislation of the present Government, which has 
necessitated the -employment of a number of officials, and has 
disturbed confidence in the security of land and building as invest- 
ments, thus putting a bar on enterprise. Secondly, we have in 
rural and urban districts a number of complicated by-laws which 
necessitate the construction of wide and expensive roads in newly 
developing districts where there is in the present and will be in the 
future no heavy traffic’ to justify them. Coupled with these the 
whole of the by-laws of most provincial towns need overhauling and 
simplifying, while those of London represent a network of regulations 
which in many cases are unnecessary and onerous. The provisions 
for the protection of buildings from fire, the regulations as to open 
spaces, and many other matters need recasting in a simpler and 
more liberal spirit. It would be a good thing if the whole of the Acts 
referring to London could be submitted to a judicial committee with 
instructions to eliminate all that was unnecessary and to state what 
was requisite in clear and concise language. At present the impression 
which a close study of the various Acts conveys is that building is a 
thing to be discouraged as far as possible. We should like to see the 
law regarding ancient lights done away with in favour of the Scotch 
system of allowing a man to do what he likes on his own property 
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consistently with a regard for the by-laws in force, but we are afraid 
the status quo would be warmly defended by many who are employed 
to fight or settle conflicting claims. 





WE have illustrated our notice of this year's 
Our Academy Academy on a somewhat different system from that 
Number. employed last year, as we have given fewer inset 
illustrations and used more blocks in our text. 
It seems to us that it is more important and interesting to our readers 
to give a general comprehensive review of the year’s work at once 
than to keep back work to a later date in order to illustrate it more 
fully, and we hope that those who have allowed us to reproduce 
their work for this issue will understand that only the necessities 
brought about by special circumstances have induced us to 
reproduce many drawings on a smaller scale than is customary. An 
architect's work at the Academy is seen and studied there, for which 
reason reproductions are less important than usual, and our main 
object is to draw attention to a representative selection of the work 
exhibited rather than keep drawings back with a view to giving . 
them on a larger and more adequate scale aftef the interest of the 
exhibition has become past history. As our wish is to give architects 
what is of most use and value to them, and to the cause of architecture, 
we shall always be very pleased to receive criticism or comment on 
this or any other issue, and in the years. which are before us it will 
be easy to repair any mistakes we may have made in the past. But 
it seems to us that this is in a way unlike an ordinary issue, in which 
our endeavour is to show each subject in the best manner, whereas 
this week we have tried to give the most comprehensive view of the 
year's art as exhibited in the Academy in one number, which jnvolves 
cases of individual sacrifice. 
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WESLEY’S TABERNACLE, CITY-ROAD, E.C. 


We give two detail photographs of the entrance 


conceived and well detailed, and prove how the simplicity of 
anl stone influenced the nineteenth-century builders until the 
architect who worked out John Wesl2y’s ideas for the fabric 
his own architect. The interior contains some simple plas‘er 


doorways of this building. Both examples are excellently 


the classic tradition regarding the combination of brick 
late years of Queen Victoria’s reign. The name of the 
is unknown, although it is suggested that Wesley was 
ornament, a fine mahogany pulpit, and other attributes. 
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M.B.W. New Central Offices. 


IHE Fbuilding is being erected in 
| | ©6©°Rosebery-avenue from the design 
2 which was chosen in the recent 
competition. The materials are 
Portland stone and red brick, and the builders 
are Messrs. T. W. Heath & Son, 154, Cromwell- 
road, S. Kensington. H. Austen HAtt. 





Bristol Royal Infirmary. 


ALTHOUGH this work was won in competition, 
no part of the competition design has been 
carried out. The present blocks comprise 
casualty department, surgical wards, and a 
range of four operating theatres. The site is 
so steep that the ground floor of the north block 
is four floors above the ground floor of the 
south block. The floor construction throughout 
is of reinforced concrete on the Coignet system, 
carried out by the builders, Messrs. W. Cowlin 
& Son. The ward doggs are flush-finished teak, 
and were made by Mr. J. P. White, of Bedford. 
The buildings are faced with Portland stone 
throughout, which, owing to its simple treatment 
in broad surfaces, is already weathering to a 
fine colour. 

There is a _ well-lighted subway under 
Marlborough-hill connecting the new buildings 
with the old infirmary buildings, and a further 
subway under Alfred-hill connects with the 
grounds of the Nurses’ Home. The railings 
and casements are by Edbrooke, Bristol. The 
drawing in the Academy is the work of Mr. 
Muirhead Bone. H. Percy ADAMS AND 

CHARLES HOLDEN. 





Canada House, Kingsway. 

Tus new building was designed to form the 
completion of the large block of business 
buildings at the corner of Kingsway and 
Aldwych—Empire and India Houses. 

Although built up of the same details as 
Empire and India Houses the composition 
is different. The centre portion is brought 
forward, and its richness is set forth and 
framed by the comparative simplicity of 
the end bays. The large projecting teak eaves 
connect up the end features and give colour and 
shadow to the whole facade. 

A large effect is gained by an in-filling of 
metal between the square columns and connect- 
ing up three floors. The shop front is also of 
metal, and is applied over the face of the stone 
piers, which, together with the broad architrave 
treatment surrounding the shop windows, hel 
to strengthen the effect of the base of the 
building ; this being always a problem where 
a large shop front is required. 

Large window space has been, like Empire 
and India Houses, the basis of the design. 
The stonework is Portland, with a polished 
grey granite base and polished black marble 
band. The entrance-hall is of marble, 
the woodwork of mahogany. The building is 
ee ees with local and express elevators. 

ail shutes from the various floors are also 
provided. 

The contractors are as follows :— 

General contractors, Messrs. William Taylor 
& Co.; stonework, Bath and Portland Stone 
Firms; granite, Fenning; metal windows, 
Messrs. Crittall; woodwork, Messrs. Elliot & 
Newbury ; marble, Mes rs. Walton, Gooddy, 
& Cripps ; tilework, Carter ; metalwork, Steer. 


Shirpur Palace, Indore. 

No. 1552 in the Architectural Room of the 
Royal Academy shows a portion of the Shirpur 
Palace, Indore, by Sir Ernest George & Yeates. 

This view. of the Zenana Court is one of Sir 
Ernest George’s drawings. | The Court is marble 
paved, with a shallow tank and fountain. There 
are wide galleries all round the Court, as also 
galleries on the outer sides of the various rooms, 
giving a choice of aspect according to the 
prevailing wind or temperature. 

The dome is over the main staircase, while the 
small turrets contain respectively a serving 
staircase and a lift. 

The roofs are of tiles with roll and hollow, as 
in Italy. Other parts of the building have 
flat roofs arranged as terrace gardens with 
chattris, etc. 

We also give drawings from the same hand, 
showing residences for the aides-de-camp and 
staff of H.H. the Maharajah, contiguous to the 
Shirpur Palace. 
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Carrington Church, and House, Forest Row. 

WE published the }-in. scale drawings of 
Carrington Church on May 2, 1913, the time of 
the competition, with a description of it. 
Unfortunately, the funds have not come in 
sufficiently for the work to be started. 

With regard to the house at Forest Row, this 
has now been built by Messrs. Perry & Co. It 
is built of red brick with tile roof, and the 
grounds have been laid out in accordance with 
the original competition design. 

W. Curtis GREEN. 


House on Campden-Hill, W. 

Tue house stands on the south side of the 
newly-aligned roadway of Campden-hill, in 
a considerable garden. It is to be faced with 
2-in. hand-made stocks from Messrs. Thomas 
Lawrence & Sons, of Bracknell, and roofed 
with Westmorland green slates. The general 
contractors are Messrs. Holloway Brothers 
(London), Ltd., and the heating engineers are 
Messrs. C. P. Kinnell & Co., Ltd. 

The fall of the ground from north to south is 
considerable, and the house is arranged with a 
raised house terrace between the two wings 
and a garden terrace. A garage and cottage are 
to be placed at a little distance from the dwelling 
house on the east side. The general conditions 
and surroundings are those of a country rather 
than a town house. 

Mr. Edward Warren is the architect. 


Georgetown R.C. Cathedral, Demerara. 
On November 13, 1914, we illustrated the 
exterior of this building and now give an 


No. 7, St. James’s-Street, London. 
(Royal Academy Exhibition.) 


Messrs. W. & E. Hunt, Architects. 
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interior view looking east. As we stated when 
publishing the exterior view, the building 
replaces a wooden structure which was destroyed 
by fire, and owing to the treacherous nature of 
the ground, which will not carry a heavy weight, 
it has been decided to construct the new 
cathedral in reinforced concrete carried upon a 
raft covering the whole area of the building, 
This enables the maximum load upon the 
ground to be reduced to 10 cwt. per square foot, 
which is about all the ground will carry without 
risk. The whole of the interior finishings are 
made of plaster, covering the reinforced concrete 
construction, the rood gallery, etc., being, of 
course, in wood, decorated. 

So far, no contract has been let for the super- 
structure, but Mr. R. D. Nurse, of Georgetown, 
is now erecting the raft from designs prepared 
by the Consid3re Construction Company, 5, 
Victoria-street, Westminster, who are also 


advising as to the steel reinforcement of the 


superstructure. 

The architect is Mr. Leonard Stokes, 
F.R.I.B.A., of 2, Great Smith-street, West- 
minster. 





Holy Trinity Church, Lambeth. 

Tuts church, till recently adorned with a large 
placard announcing the sum “ still required to 
finish the parish room,” is a familiar object from 
the London and South-Western Railway and 
is close to Waterloo Station. 

It is not proposed to interfere with the 
architectural beauties of the exterior, but it 
is intended to make the building water-tight, 
to warm it, and to re-arrange the interior. 
The portentously long Norman windows are 
to be shortened, the iron columns cased up with 
timber, a ceiling added, and the church 
refurnished with screenwork, organ-loft, and 
other desirable accessories. It is not intended 
t> spend a large sum on these works, but it is 
hoped that they may improve the amenities 
of what is not at present a very satisfactory 
interior. CuarLes A. NICHOLSON. 





Proposed Chateau in the Andes, South 
America. 

THE erection of this house, like that of many 
other buildings, is postponed at present because 
of the war. The site, nearly 10,000 ft. high, 
is a very beautiful one, commanding views in 
every direction. 

Although the location is so near the equator 
yet the climate, because of the altitude, is not 
hotter than that of the Riviera. But the 
atmosphere is so dry that the water-garden 
surrounding the house has been specially 
designed to supply necessary humidity; and 
this is the more desirable because at this 
altitude there is an almost entire absence of 
mosquitoes and flies. 

NivEN & WIGGLESWORTH. 





Training Institution for Agricultural Students. 

Tuts Institution is being built for the educa- 
tion of agricultural students. 

The work is now in hand and going on, the 
contractors being Messrs. Mussellwhite & Son, of 
Basingstoke, though sadly hampered, of course, 
owing to shortage of labour, etc. 

Mr. E. Guy Dawber is the architect. 





St. Hugh’s College, Oxford. 

THE buildings illustrated are now in course of 
erection as a residential college for women, 
replacing the present buildings in Norham 
Gardens. The site is at the corner of St. 
Margaret’s-road and SBanbury-road. The 
accommodation includes study bedrooms for 
seventy students and tutors, with large common- 
room, dining-hall and library. The chapel is 
on the first floor, over the entrance lobby, 
waiting-rooms, etc., and forms the prominent 
feature of the north elevation, and with the angle 
staircase, towers and lodges forming subsidiary 
features. The architects are Messrs. Buckland, 
Haywood, & Farmer, of Birmingham; the 
general contractors being Messrs. Wm. Moss « 
Sons, of Loughborough. The ferro-concrete 
floors and stanchions are on the Moss Bat 
system, and the heating and lead R.W. goods 
by Messrs. Henry Hope & Sons, of Birmingham. 
The plasterwork will be carried out by the 
Bromsgrove Guild. 





Model of Gates, Lord Wandsworth ‘Institution. 
THE model of the gates shows the entrance- 
gates to the Wandsworth Institution estate. 
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To the right and left of the end piers are 
quadrants of 38-ft. radius running out to 
advanced piers set at a distance of 100 ft. apart. 
These are not shown in the model. 

The model is to a scale of 1 in. to 1 ft., and has 
been made by Mr. Aumonier, of 84, Charlotte- 
street, Fitzroy-square, W. The gates are by 
Messrs. Elsley, of 28, Great Titchfield-street, 
W. The contractors for the work are Messrs. 
Holloway Brothers. The gateway and gates 
are designed by Mr. Reginald Blomfield, R.A., 
of New Court, Temple, E.C. 





Prudential Buildings, Leicester. 

Tue illustration of the proposed Prudential 
offices in Leicester is a drawing made by Mr. 
(, A. Farey from Mr. Paul Waterhouse’s original 
design for this building, which differs somewhat 
from that which is now being carried into 
execution. The character of the design, with 
a large Greek Doric order, is retained. 

The buildings occupy a site with offices both 
in Hotel-street and Grey Friars ; the Prudential 
offices are on the Hotel-street front. The 
former frontage is entirely in Stanton 
Woodhouse stone, which, in the case of the 
Grey Friars elevation, is relieved by red 
brickwork. 

The general contractors are Messrs. W. 
Corah & Son, of Loughborough, and Mr. J. 
Mansell is acting as clerk of works. 

Model of Farm Buildings, Lord Wandsworth 

Institution. 

Tue model of farm buildings is to }-in. scale, 
and shows some very extensive farm buildings 
now being erected at Long Sutton, Hants, for 
the Trustees of the Lord Wandsworth Institu- 
tion. The model is made with detachable roofs 
for purposes of future demonstration. The 
plan of the buildings was supplied by Mr. C. 8. 
Orwin, Director of the Institute for Research 
in Agricultural Economics at the University 
of Oxford, and the designs are by Mr. Reginald 
Blomfield, R.A., of New Court, Temple. The 
model was made by Messrs. Keeble, of Carlisle- 
street, Soho; the internal fittings by Messrs. 
Young & Co. The contractor for the building 
is Mr. Mussellwhite, of Basingstoke. 





All Saints’, Haniey. 

Tas drawing illustrates some additions 
which have lately been made to All Saints’ 
Church, Hanley, consisting of a large nave and 
chancel, vestries, organ-chamber, etc. The 
nave of the original church (which was of a 
small size) was lengthened and altered, and now 
forms the north aisle of the church. A church 
hall has been built on ground adjoining the 
eastern end of the church, and a new vicarage is 
now being erected. The bell tower shown in 
the drawing has not been built. An exterior 
pulpit on the west wall has been provided, as 
shown. The materials used were local red bricks 
from Colwich, and roof tiles. The stone 
dressings are of Alton stone. The architect is 
Mr. Gerald C. Horsley, F.R.1.B.A., and the 
general contractor for the work is Mr. T. 
Godwin, of Hanley. The drawing is exhibited 
in this year’s Royal Academy Exhibition. 





Catholic Church, Northfleet. 

_ Tats church, which stands on a commanding 
site overlooking the Thames, consists of nave, 
with aisles; chancel, with side chapels ; and 
Western tower, in the lower part of which is 
placed the organ gallery; while the vestry 
«ccommodation is situated at the east end of 
the building. The church is built of 
Crowborough bricks, the roof being covered 
with dull red pantiles. A noticeable feature 
in the design is the frank use of reinforced 
concrete lintels, both over windows and doors 
and also over some of the openings of wider 
Span, which are, accordingly, square-headed 
instead of being of arched form. The interior 
of the church is plastered except as regards 
as. responds and quoins, ete., which are of 
“towborough bricks. The contract amount, 
including the tower, is £6,436. ‘he builder 
oh Mr. J. B. Lingham, of Northficet. The 
— ating is by Messrs. Jeffreys & Co., Ltd., of 
Pr s-place, Waterloo-road, S.E., and the 
oy tric lighting by Messrs. Higgins & Griffiths, 
t 21, Orchard-street, W. The pulpit and 
communion rail were made by Mr. L. A. Turner ; 
ae Lamb’s Conduit-street, W.C., and the 
Benne in the nave was carried out by the 
rege Furnishing Company of 47, Glengall- 
ona te : _The glazing and casements were 
Marsh ‘ca Mr. John H. Pye, of Moreton-in- 
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Tirley Garth. 


Tue sketches of Tirley Garth are taken from 
the actual work, which was completed some 
three years ago. The house is situated in the 
parish of Willington, near Tarporley, in Cheshire, 
and is of a somewhat unusual plan, being built 
around a complete cloister enclosing a garth, 
hence the name. The ground floor corridor 
opens on to the south walk of the cloister, and 
the first floor corridor to a balustraded walk 
on the cloister roofs, which are barrel-vaulted. 
The hall shown in the largest sketch is connected 
with both corridors——-on the ground floor by a 
square domed hall at its east and west ends, and 
on the first floor by doors opening from the 
music gallery, which runs around three sides of 
the hall and is connected to the ground floor 
by a separate small staircase arranged in the 
thickness of the external south wall of the hall. 

The builder was Mr. William Wood, of 
Hartford, Cheshire, the leadwork was carried 
out by Mr. Bankart, and all the steel casements 
and leaded lights by Messrs. Hope & Sons, 
Birmingham. The _ electric fittings were 
supplied by Messrs. Bainbridge Reynolds, 
Faraday & Co. and Messrs. Miller & Sons. A 
feature of the hall is a stone fireplace, which has 
some very beautiful figure-work by Mr. Crossland 
McClure, of 4, Radnor-street Studios, Chelsea, 
S.W. The electrical installation was carried 
out by the Alliance Electrical Stores, Ltd. 

C. E. MALLows. 


—_—_—_e—@}_e—___—__ 
ARCHITECTURAL SOCIETIES. . 


The South Wales Institute of Architects. 


Tue annual meeting of the South Wales 
Institute was held on May 1 at the rooms 
of the Institute, No. 6, High-street, Cardiff. 
The President (Mr. Glendinning - Moxham, 
F.R.I.B.A.) presided. 

The President opened the meeting with an 
address giving an abstract of the proceedings 
for the past year. In the course of his remarks 
he said :— 

** IT think I may say that during the past year 
the Institute has gained strength, and the 
profession which it so worthily represents has 
been appreciated and better regarded by public 
bodies. I am pleased to say the Council of the 
City of Cardiff has recognised the Institute in 
co-opting the. President of the Institute as a 
member of the Development and Technical 
Committee. This Institute was founded in 
1890, and to-day the twenty-fifth annual 
meeting is being held.. In 1912, during the year 
of office of your President, Mr. Halliday, the 
name of the Institute was changed to the 
South Wales Institute of Architects, and the 
Council had, I believe, taken this step, having 
in view a further expansion of this body of 
architects. I should like to see a far greater 
number of architects in this district and 
throughout Wales becoming members, and then 
the Institute would have a claim which I think 
the R.I.B.A. would consider—viz., the changing 
of the name to that of the Royal Institute of 
the Architects of Wales. 

During the past year there has been an 
increased membership, and I hope that during 
the coming year other names will be added, all 
having the one idea of helping on the work 
which has made such steady progress for the 
last twenty-five years. It is interesting to 
note that at the beginning of the year 
Certificates of Membership were issued. 

The twenty-fourth annual Report was printed 
and distributed among all architects practising 
in the South Wales provinces, and a profit was 
made of over £2) on the publication. We owe 
the success of this undertaking to the untiring 
energies of our Hon. Secretary, Mr. J. A. Sant, 
assisted by Mr. Cholton James, Mr. H. Sesom- 
Hiley and Mr. David Morgan. 

During the year the R.I.B.A. Intermediate 
and Preliminary Examinations were held .in 
the rooms of the Institute, and also the 
Society of Architects’ Examinations, under the 
supervision of the members of the Council. 

The exhibition of the drawings of the students 
of the R.1.B.A., which was held here last year, 
was one of great interest and education, not 
only to the architects and students who visited 
the exhibition, but also to the number of visitors 
who availed themselves of the opportunity of 
inspecting. some of the finest architectural 
drawings executed by students of the present 
day. I hope that in future the exhibition 
will become an annual event. . . . 


elected 
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During the last few years there has been a 
marked improvement in the conditions for 
competitions.. This is not due only to the 
R.I.B.A., but to the organisation of the allied 
societies. Here I might mention how pleased 
we were to see that a Welsh firm of architects— 
Messrs. Percy Thomas & Ivor Jones—had done 
so well in the recent competition for the Board 
of Trade new offices. We all, I am sure, offer 
them our hearty congratulations. There has 
been, in the past, work in this vicinity of a 
Welsh national character, the funds for which 
have been obtained locally, and apparently 
for some quite unfounded reason the work has 
been given to London architects without even 
giving local architects an. opportunity to show 
their merits in competition. This [ do not 
consider right, and from time to time more 
attention should be paid to putting forth 
the claims of local architects before the different 
public bodies. . . . 

In conjunction with the usual work of the 
Council a War Committee has been organised 
for the purpose of dealing with any cases of 
distress occurring amongst architects and 
architects’ assistants, and for dealing with 
various other matters. 

The Roll of Honour for the architects of 
South Wales is indeed very gratifying when. J 
tell you that there are now on the Roll eighty 
architects. It has been decided that after the 
war a competition will be announced for the 
best designs for a suitable Roll on which the 
names of those serving their King and country 
will be inscribed, and this Roll will then be 
suitably framed and hung in this room. 

We are passing through a most eventful 
epoch in the making of the world’s history, and 
architects are without a doubt feeling this 
trying time more keenly than any other pro- 
fession. The building trades up to August last 
were very good, and many had bright prospects 
of work coming on which would have lasted for 
a considerable period ; but unfortunately a lot 
of this work has come to a standstill, which, 
in many instances, has proved to be quite a 
mistake. The German nation can never blot 
out the degradation of their vile atrocities to 
men, women and children, and the wanton 
destruction of buildings. It has been said 
that if Rheims should ever be restored, the 
headless figures should remain as they are as 
an example of German Kultur. I think the 
after effects of the war will bring the British, 
French and Belgian nations in closer unity 
with each other. A very vast sum of money 
will have to be expended in the rebuilding of 
the towns and villages devastated by the Huns 
in Belgium and Northern France. No doubt 
many of the totally destroyed villages will be 
replanned on modern lines. Very probably 
the Americans will be on the look-out to secure 
a portion of this work; on the other hand, I 
think it is more than likely that many British 
architects will receive commissions for the 
designing of the principal buildings. 

The progress of this Institute depends largely 
upon having a capable Secretary, and in 
having had Mr. Sant to fulfil this capacity the 
Institute has been most fortunate. There has 
been a considerable amount of work during 
the last year, and all thanks are due to him for 
the very able way in which he has carried out 
his duties. The Hon. Treasurer will presently 
give his report. I need, therefore, only say that 
I think the Institute has done well in being 
able to subszribe the sum of £40 to various war 
funds. The Institute has in Mr. Teather a 
very capable Treasurer, and it is to be hoped 
that the services of both the Hon. Secretary 
and Hon. Treasurer will be available for some 
time to come. . . .” 

The Hon. Treasurer submitted his annual 
report and accounts, which not only showed a 
steady increase of membership but also a 
satisfactory financial position. 

Mr. George Vincent Evans, Licentiate 
R.I.B.A., of Pontypridd, was unanimously 
President, and Messrs. E. W.. M. 
Corbett, F.R.I.B.A., and Ivor P. Jones, 
A.R.I.B.A., were elected Vice-Presidents. Mr. 
Harry Teather, F.R.1.B.A., was re-elected 
Hon. Treasurer; Mr. C. H. Kempthorne, 
Hon. Auditor; Mr. Lennox Robertson, 
F.R.I.B.A., Hon. Librarian; Mr. J. A. Sant, 
Hon. Secretary; and Messrs. Glendinning 
Moxham, F.R.1.B.A., I. Llewellin’§ Smith, 
G. E. Halliday, F.R.I.B.A., Cecil Wilson, 
F.R.I.B.A., Cholton James, F.R.I.B.A., H. 
Sesom-Hiley, Licentiate R.I.B.A., David 
Morgan, F.R.1.B.A., T.E. Richards, A.R.1.B.A., 
Percy Thomas, A.R.I.B.A., and Walter G. 
Cooper were elected members of the Council. 
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Saturpay, May 8. 


Institution of Municipal and County Engineers, 
Meeting iu the North-Eastern district at Scarborough. 


Monpay, May 10. 

Surveyors’ Institution.—Paper by Mr. Wm. Allen 
(Barrister-at-Law), giving a summary of the Session’s 
papers on ‘* The Acquisition of Land, Tenure, Rating, 
and Housing.” 8 p.m. 

Society of Engineevs.—Ordinary meeting. 7.30 p.m. 


Tuurspay, May 13. 

Society of Aychitects.—To consider a draft of the 
ap a Model General Conditions of Contract to 
” recommended by the Society for use in connection 
with building works, 7.30 p.m. (Members of the 
Society only.) 

Auctioneers’ and Estate Agents’ Institution.—Annual 


general meetinz. 3 p.m. 





CORRESPONDENCE. 


Architects’ Quantities. 

Str,—While fully appreciating the impar- 
tialitvy which prompts you to state the case for 
architects preparing their own quantities, and 
with all admiration for the graceful manner in 
which it has been done in your leading article 
last week, it is > ep to accept the argu- 
ments adduced without some protest, especially 
as your circulation is so large in London, which 
is the seat of the professional quantity surveyor. 

With the contention that such a practice is 
necessary in order that the country architect 
may eke out his other work one must agree 
without a grudge, and with all praise to the men 
who so cheerfully give their time to such 
comparatively uncongenial work. If, as_ is 
stated, there is no resulting loss of efficiency 
on the architectural side, one must conclude 
that the demands made upon such practitioners 
are not very great, and it seems probable that 
if they concentrated upon their legitimate 
work they would find that the increased charm 
given to their work by constant study and 
consideration would soon make it impossible 
for them to do anything else. i 





But that is 
where one man differs from another. One 
will accept the limitations of a’ local practice, 
the other will not rest until he has made himself 
felt outside his immediate circle by the super- 
lative quality of his work. But when we are 
told that country builders cannot understand 
good quantities, that good quantities increase 
the cost of building by from one-fifth to two- 
fifths, and that architects’ quantities are 
considerably in favour of the employer, and that 
architects can settle variations much better 
than a surveyor, one cannot but accept the 
challenge and ask for the evidences in support 
of these contentions. 

Before dealing with these claims, however, let 
us see who is the real usurper. Originally, the 
architect was not concerned in any way with 
the estimates for his building. The old practice 
of sending out many copies of the drawings 
and specifications to the builders, however, 
imposed so much work upon them in estimating 
that qualified estimators canvassed the builders 
and offered them quantities free of cost on 
condition that, if successful, they should pay 
the fees which were to be included in the 
estimate. This was frequently done with the 
architect’s consent. 

When it was found, however, that “fees were 
indirectly paid in this way, naturally the 
architects thought it would be better for them 
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to select and employ the surveyor, and to have 
the advantage of his advice. Hence the 
quantity surveyor, who now takes the position 
generally accepted of an independent third 
party endeavouring to be impartial to both 
architect and builder alike. That is a respon- 
sible position, and builders now have such 
complete confidence in quantity surveyors that 
they sign annually contracts for enormous 
sums in which the quantities are not part of the 
contract, and under which, consequently, they 
have no redress in case of error. The next step 
reveals the architect occupying that position 
himself. He descends from his lofty and more 
or less judicial place to that of surveyor, but, 
whether consciously or not, without the same 
impartiality. He invariably wants more than 
he is able to get for the sum to be expended, 
and cannot be expected to set forth the details 
of his design with quite the same precision as 
the man who has no interest other than to 
state the facts. 

So much as to principles. But when it comes 
to details there is even more delusion. First 
as to the country builder, limiting my remarks 
to works over £1,500 or so. On rare occasions 
I have encountered builders who seemed at sea 
with quantities of any kind, but they are usually 
successful artisans, and can easily remedy the 
defect by engaging an estimator to put him 
right. The only risk of confusion is where 
the local customs have been ignored, but no 
quantity surveyor ever does ignore them. 

As to the alleged increased cost, it is a myth. 
The competition is too keen for builders to 
allow themselves to be blinded by minutiz of 
description such as labours are usually called 
by those who prefer inclusive descriptions. 
There may be a slight increase as between 
quantities or no quantities, as, generally, the 
man who leaves out most gets the work, but as 
between surveyors’ quantities and architects’ 
quantities [ can only say that, if it is so, the 
sequel for the architect would be likely to show 
difficulties about extras in direct proportion to 
the difference. 

Builders are very shy about architects’ 
quantities. They either like them very much 
or refuse them altogether unless made part of 
the contract. In the former case they depend 
on the margin of safety which they know is 
missing in the latter. This margin can scarcely 
be said to be “in favour of the employer,”’ nor 
can it matter to him whether variations are 
easily settled or not. The natural inference 
upon an account easily agreed is that it is in 
favour of the contractor. 

The thing which is really difficult to under- 
stand is not that public bodies should employ 
quantity surveyors, but that, as is often the 
case even in London, one architect should 
employ another architect to prepare his 
quantities, 

A Lonpon QuANtTITY SURVEYOR. 


——-1_®@-e 
COMPETITION NEWS. 


It must be understood that the following paragraph is 
printed as news, and not as an advertisement; and that, 
while every endearour is made to ensure accuracy, we 
cannot be responsible for errors that may occur. 


The list of current Competitions is printed on page 455. 


Tuberculosis Hospital, Southend. 

In the report which we published in our last 
issue on the competitive designs sent in for 
the erection of this hospital the address 
of Mr. J. J. Green, author of the third premiated 
design, was incorrectly printed. Mr. Green's 
address is Adelphi Bank-chambers, No. 19, 
South John-street, Liverpool. 


oe 
GENERAL NEWS. 


Professional Announcement. 

In consequence of the demolition of their 
present offices the future address of Mr. |. 
Henry Sellers and Mr. Edgar Wood will be 
No. 78, King-street, Manchester. 


The Institution of Civil Engineers. 

The Council of the Institution of Civil 
Engineers have made the following awards for 
papers read and discussed during the session 
1914-15 :— 

The Telford Gold Medal to Mr. A. L. Bell, 
Rosyth; Telford Premiums to Mr. C. W. 
Anderson, Chakradharpur, India, Sir Thomas 
Mason, Glasgow, Dr. H. F. Parshall, London, 
and Mr. H. E. Yerbury, Sheffield; and the 
Crampton Prize to Mr. F. D. Evans, Kuala 
Lumpur, F.M.S. 


[May 7, 1915. 


Authorisation of Plumbers. 

At the seventh annual general meeting of thy 
Incorporated Joint Committee gon ; Water 
Regulations it was resolved :— aa 

“That the Incorporated Joint Committee on 
Water Regulations approve the principle of 
raising the qualification of plumbers employed 
on water fittings. 

That, in order to give effect to the foregoing 
resolution, water authorities be recommended 
to recognise and require, as far as possible, the 
employment of plumbers qualified and respon- 
sible for the efficiency of their work by having 
passed a theoretical and practical examination, 
such as that conducted by the General Council 
for the National Registration of Plumbers, 
which is constituted of representatives of 
master plumbers, operative plumbers. and 


_ authorities connected with public health. 


That in localities where there does not appear 
to be a sufficient supply of plumbers possessing 
the necessary qualification the water authorities 
be recommended to receive, by deputation or 
otherwise, such information from the plumbers 
of the locality as indicate the reason for the 
apparent insufficiency and the possibility of 
increasing the number of properly qualified 
men.” 


—_— 
~~ 


BOOK RECEIVED. 








SURVEYING AND BvuILDING CONSTRUCTION, 
By A. H. Haines and A. F. Hood Daniel. 
(London: Longmans, Green, & Co. 10s. 6d. 


net.) 
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FIFTY YEARS AGO 


The Royal Academy Exhibition. 

Peruars Sir Edwin Landseer meant to 
indicate by those good-natured-looking dogs 
he designates “‘ The Connoisseurs’”’ (152) 
his appreciation of criticism ; either deploring 
satirically the culpable amiability that is so 
often and justly considered to be the chief 
failing of the critic in these times, or simply 
to suggest that they never growl when 
looking over his shoulder, at all events ; or it 
may be a defiance, for he might confidently 
affirm that this, the ninety-seventh anniver- 
sary of the Royal Academy Exhibition, does 
not offer much opportunity for his friends 
to make much disturbance at, unless they 
bayed at Mr. Poole’s moon that lights his 
lovers at “The Parting Moment” (263), 
with such an excuse as that of its being so 
beautifully real in appearance and illusive 
would provide, or for just such another 
reason attacked the heels of Mr. Millais’ 
British heroine, in the ‘“‘ Romans Leaving 
Britain ”’ (294), for never were legs and feet 
more life-like in painting. 

There is quite sufficient distinctive claim 
to make this year’s collection memorable, 
per se, and to give it advantages for com- 
parison if it were at all necessary to enter 
upon its relative superiority or inferiority to 
those of the past; and not only because It 
happens to be signalised—how considerably 
none will deny—by including Mr. Frith’s much 
talked of, anxiously expected, and successfully 
completed representation of “‘ The Marriage of 
their Royal Highnesses the Prince of Wales 
and the Princess Alexandra of Denmark ’'— 
very successfully, the stupendous difficulties 
of such an undertaking being fairly taken into 
consideration ; or from the coincidence of 
there being more instances than usual 
wherein individual exertion announces itself 
in works of a more important nature and on 
extended scale compared with antecedent; 
but more especially from the almost unex- 
ceptionable character of excellence that 
prevails throughout. Such interest a 4 
variety of subjects lends to an assemblage 
of pictures belongs to this, and, whilst appeal- 
ing to diverse sympathies, for the most part 
these are not too much confined to particular 
tastes; and there are fewer illustrations ° 
those incidents that have become threadbare 
in service and are now but time-honoured 
amongst a large aggregate of examples that 
have narrative for a basis. 








[*,* We give the above extract from the 
Builder of May 6, 1865.} 
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The Lifford Memorial Hall, Broadway, Worcestershire. 
Mr. A. N. Prentice, Architect. 


ARCHITECTURE AT THE ROYAL ACADEMY. 


HE Royal Academy Exhibition this year falls at an memorial buildings, and monuments to be in evidence. 
unfortunate time for art, as architects, painters, and Waterloo Bridge, the greatest artistic reminder we have 
sculptors are feeling the difficulties arising out of the of the last great European struggle, was built after the 
War in the direction of a partial stoppage of the final victory of 1815 had put an end to Napoleonic am- 

commissions which would ordinarily fall to them; while, on — bitions, and no one can say whether Rennie would ever 

the other hand, it is too early for the stimulus arising out have produced his masterpiece without the stimulating 
of the War in the shape of the need for historic pictures, effects of the memory of what Europe had escaped from 
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Model of Entrance Gateway to the Wandsworth Trust Estate, Long Sutton, Hants. 
Mr. Reginald Blomfield, R,A., F.R.1I.B.A., Architect. 
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Mr, Ernest Newton, A.R,A., P.R.ILB.A., Architect. 
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Design for Prudential Offices, Leicester. 
Mr. Paul Waterhouse, M.A., F.R.I.B.A., Architect. 


and the great part which England had borne in the 
struggle for freedom. So now we shall not see the effects of war 
on the arts until peace once more comes, when we may perhaps 
see again what has been seen in the past, the consciousness of 
national greatness expressed in forms which make life more 
noble and gracious. As the age of Pericles followed the defeat 
of the Persian hordes, so we may hope, not perhaps for a 
new Parthenon, but for buildings which may be a fitting 
commemoration of the present crisis in the world’s history. 

It is premature to formulate definite schemes as to how 
we should commemorate the present epoch in history— 
events which may settle the destinies of Europe and of Greater 
Britain for centuries—but there are a few outstanding wants 
which we may perhaps call attention to. Building a great 
national memorial chapel in connection with Westminster 
Abbey would be one of the most fitting ways in which we could 
do honour to the names and memories of those who have laid 
down their lives in order that their country might emerge from 
this stupendous conflict greater than she has ever been in the 
past. And it would be a graceful act if the Corporation of the 
City of London could see its way to reconsider the question of 
St. Paul’s Bridge once more, with a view to providing what all 
lovers of art consider would be one of the noblest of architectural 
honuments—a bridge on the axis of the dome of St. Paul’s. 
It may quite well be that the chosen alignment is the cheapest 
and most practicable one, involving fewer engineering problems, 
_ 5 t the provision of the bridge centring on the dome of 
St. P; ul’s may be well worth the additional expense entailed, 
If it is productive of a real artistic gain. We would rather see 
the a toption of one or both of these great schemes, or the 
build ig of an embankment on the southern side of the river, 
than ‘he erection of any monument however perfect, as we think 
they vould be of more value to future generations. 
Er Athens is associated in our minds with the Parthenon, 
rec'itheum, and Propylea rather than with any sculptured 
eh sv ae is associated with Hagia Sophia, 
trin re Tecalls the Forum, Colosseum, and the great 

luphal Arches of the Emperors. We do not underrate the 


value of sculpture by saying that the opportunity for its noblest 
employment is found in connection with building, which, because 
it is intimately connected with the absolute wants and needs 
of mankind, exercises an appeal on the imagination of learned 
and unlearned alike which is denied to other arts. So when, 
in the fulness of time, peace comes we trust that most of the 
memorials of the war will take some architectural form, and 
that the capital city of the Empire, and the provincial town 
alike, will be nobler and more beautiful than they were before 
the occurrence of what may prove to be the last war in the 
pazes of history. 

There is much good work in the Architectural Room this 
year, but comparatively little which is of unusual and out- 
standing merit and importance. The Board of Trade com- 
petition is illustrated by the view of the winning design, which 
we have already given, and by a perspective and detail of 
Messrs. Atkinson & Alexander’s design, and those of Messrs. 
Thomas, Prestwich, & Jones and Messrs. Gascovne & Nott. 
We are sorry that Mr. Cooper’s fine design is not a feature 
of the year’s exhibition, but we understand it was not 
sent in, and we also rezret that Messrs. Adam & Holden’s 
design is not on view. The most striking drawings are 
two sent in by Mr. Herbert Baker, for a South African 
Medical Research Building at Johannesburg and for a 
house in Johannesburg, both shown very pictorially and 
broadly. In all Mr. Baker's work there is a_ refreshing 
breadth of handling and power of composing mass which are 
unfortunately very unusual; his design is also a proof that 
a man with sufficient ability can develop in a new country 
as well as under the more sheltered conditions of European life. 

Sir Ernest George is at his best in a Court for the 
Shirpur Palace, Indore, the proportions and detail of 
which are very pleasing. Mr. Blomfield sends two models, 
the one of a pedimented archway of a refined Georgian type, 
and the other an unusually fine group of farm buildings for 
the Lord Wandsworth Institution. Both designs show a 
knowledge of the feeling which runs through eighteenth-century 
work, and are in keeping with the requirements of the present. 
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Town Hall and Market Buildings, Denbigh. 
Messrs. John Brooke & Elcock, Architects. 


House, St. John’s Wood, N.W. 


Messrs. Horace Field, Simmons, & Faulkner, Architects. 
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New Government Buildings, Cardiff. 


Mr. R. J. Allison, Arciitect. 


The new Water Board Offices by Mr. Austen Hall are illus- 
trated by a view which we reproduce and by a model, which 
show evidences of care and study and give promise of pleasing 
design and treatment. The Second Church of Christ Scientist, 
Palace-gardens, Kensington, by Sir John Burnet, is a very 
simply-treated Romanesque essay, which should come out 
well in execution, and is an example of reticence of design as 
applied to architecture. 

The ecclesiastical designs of the year are disappointing. 
Mr. Temple Moore’s Nairobi Cathedral shows that, unlike 
Mr. Schultz in his Khartoum Cathedral design, he finds it 
difficult to adapt himself to new conditions. The interior 
of Holy Trinity Church, Lambeth, by Sir Charles Nicholson ; 
Mr. Cecil Hare’s fine design for San Francisco Cathedral ; 
the interior of Demerara Cathedral, by Mr. Stokes; and 
Mr. Gilbert Scott’s Church at Northfleet are included among 
the most interesting of the designs exhibited. 

We will now give brief notes on the designs submitted in 
the order in which they appear. 

1527. The Royal Exchange, Manchester (Messrs 
Bradshaw, Gass, & Hope). A commercial building which lacks 
distinction, though the proportions are fairly satisfactory. The 
Order appears to be too low in proportion to the whole height 
of the building, while the intercolumniation is too wide— 
defects due to the difficulties associated with an addition. 
1d28, The Hospital for Diseases of the Skin, Blackfriars, 
S.E. (Mr. Wm. A. Pite), is a simply-treated little design, the 
effect of which is partially spoilt by the plate-glass windows of 
lirst and second floors, which were probably insisted on for 
hygienic reasons. 

1529. Three Cottages at Nethern Coy Asylum, Surrey 
(Messrs. Harold Bailey and Douglas Wood). This is a simple 
and well-considered group, in which effect is obtained by a 
pleasing distribution of mass. 

1559, House, Arcadia, Johannesburg (Mr. Herbert 
Baker - One of the most striking designs in the room, suggesting 
spiration derived from Spanish Renaissance work. 

41931. No. 10, Salisbury-square, E.C. (Messrs. Castle & 
W arren). A well-proportioned, quietly-treated brick front. 
'052, Garden House at End of Long Walk, Thornton 
Manor, Cheshire (Mr Thos. H. Mawson). We illustrate this 
pleasing little example of garden architecture on page 437. 
tis shown in a very clever pencil drawing. 


~ 


1533. Memorial to a Great War (Mr. Wm. Warman). This 
shows a certain amount of originality, but is far from being 
a good example of monumental design. The author has 
evidently been led away by his desire to use caryatid figures. 

1534. Lord Wandsworth Institution, Hants: Prospect 
from the South (Mr. E. Guy Dawber). One of the best designs 
of the year, and an excellent example of the suitability of 
Georgian design to modern purposes. The drawing suggests 
the want of greater height below the sills of windows. 

1535. Second Church of Christ Scientist, Palace Gardens- 
terrace, Kensington (Sir J. J. Burnet). This is a good 
exemplification of simplicity in design, and is shown by an 
excellent water-colour drawing. The buildings are a very 
pleasing instance of a careful study of proportion. 

1535. Branch Library Erected by the Borough of 
Woolwich (Mr. Maurice B. Adams). Mr. Adams always shows 
courage in design, and, like Sir Thomas Jackson, is uninfluenced 
by the growing classicality of contemporary architecture. 
We think the effect of the two pediments of the centre feature 
somewhat unfortunate. 

1537. Christ's Hospital: New Offices (Mr. Arthur 
Blomfield). The front is well designed, but is spoilt by the 
introduction of a central gable, which would be better omitted. 

1538. Proposed Lay-out of Coal Harbour, Stanley Park, 
Vancouver (Mr. Thos. H. Mawson). ‘This is an ambitious 
scheme, which we should say would have more application to 
a Roman town than to Vancouver. 

1539. Preliminary Design for Prudential Offices, Leicester 
(Mr. Paul Waterhouse). We illustrate this pleasing design on 
page 425. It would gain by greater simplicity of treatment 
of the upper portion of the building. We regret the adoption 
of a Greek instead of a Renaissance Order. 

1540. House at Caragh Lake, County Kerry, Ireland 
(Mr. P. Morley Horder). This is a characteristic example of the 
architect’s work, but does not represent him in his happiest vein. 

1541. Sledmore, Yorks: South-West Front of the Hall as 
Rebuilt (Mr. Walter H. Brierley). A good example of the quiet 
dignity and refinement we associate with Mr. Brierley’s work, 
shown in a somewhat ineffective water-colour drawing. 

1542. Stations for the Chili and Bolivia Railway (Mr. Arnold 
Mitchell). We illustrated’ views of these buildings last year, 
and consider them admirably designed and proportioned. 

[Continued on page 429. 
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Model of Farm Buildings for the Lord Wandsworth Institution, Long Sutton, Hants. 
Mr. Reginald Blomfield, R.A., F.R.I.B.A., Architect. 


1543. The South African Medical Research Institute, 
Johannesburg (Mr. Herbert Baker). This is the most striking 
design in the year’s Academy, and shows Mr. Baker’s skill in 
dealing with mass, proportion, and outline. 

1544. Lloyds New Bank, St. James’s-street, 8.W. (Messrs. 
F. W. Waller and N. H. Waller). We have illustrated this 
important commercial building in a past issue; it would have 
gained by greater simplicity in detailing, as it is somewhat 
overfeatured. 

1545. Westbury Manor, Bucks (Mr. Clyde Young). This 
is evidently an addition to an old house in which a kitchen wing 
was pulled down and the new and old work grouped round 
a central courtyard. 

1546. A Triumphal Bridge (Mr. Beresford Pite). A clever 
pen-and-ink sketch, showing a bridge with covered footways 
and a number of transverse arches over each main abutment, 
as to the effect of which we should feel doubtful. 

‘1547 and 1548. Lady Chapel Window, St. Clement's 
Church, Barnsbury, and Living-room Window (Mr. Martin 
Travers). These are good examples of design in glass. 

1549. Country House in Eastern States of United States 
of America (Messrs. Ambrose Poynter and Geo. H. Wenyon). A 
well-proportioned, if somewhat commonplace, mass. The 
columned pedimental central feature would be more pleasing 
without the side colonnades flanking it. 

1550. A Country House (Mr. Leslie Mansfield). This 
shows a simple and pleasingly grouped design. 

1551. Shipping Offices at Buenos Aires (Mr. Lionel A. 
Grace). This is an immense building, marred by the unusual 
tower-like features at either end, which are, we suppose, 
Justified by practical considerations. 

1552. A Court in the Shirpur Palace, Indore (Sir Ernest 
George). This is one of the most successful of Sir Ernest 
George's designs, illustrated among our insets. 

1553. Hostel for Women, Pelham-street, S.W. (Mr. R. 
Stephen Ayling). The proportions of doorways and the treat- 
ment of rustication detract from an otherwise good design. 

154. “The New House,” Airlie-gardens: North-East 
View (Mr. Henry M. Fletcher). This is a large house, simply 
designed, but spoilt by its rather restless outline. 
_ 1995. Martin’s Bank, Lombard-street (Mr. Ernest Newton), 
is a good example of the delicate and refined design which we 
alwavs associate with the author. 

996. Bank at Luton (Mr. Arthur Blomfield). This would 
he a good design if it were simplified and combed down. We 
do) ot like the “Gothic” treatment of the lower windows. 

‘207, Small House at Kingswood, Surrey (Mr. H. P. Burke- 
Downing). A small house, which does not show Mr. Downing 
at his best. 


Wood, N.W. 


This shows a 


1558. No. 17, Avenue-road, St. John’s 
(Messrs. Horace Field, Simmons, and Faulkner). 
falling off from the standard we associate with Mr. Field, and 
is marred by the undivided windows. We illustrate it on 
page 426. 

1559. Design for Belfast Art 
(Messrs. Geofiry Lucas and Arthur Lodge). 
excellent design in one of our insets. 


Gallery and Museum 
We illustrate this 


1560. Design for Stained Glass for Nursery (Eugénie 
Richards). The composition of this group is unfortunate 


and errs on the side of realism. 


1561. ‘‘ CrowClump,” Weybridge (Messrs. Tubbs, Messer, & 
Poulter). This is a restless and over-featured design. 
1562. Houses for the Staff of H.H. Maharajah Holkar 


of Indore (Sir Ernest George). We illustrate these simple 
and picturesque designs on pages 434 and 435. 

1563. Dalziel High School, Motherwell, N.B. (Mr. Samuel 
B. Russell). We have already illustrated this excellent school 
design, which is among Mr. Russell’s happiest efforts. 

1564. Restoration of a Fourteenth-Century Bed-Chamber 
in France (Mr. Leslie B. Cook). An interesting interior shown 
in a good water-colour drawing. 

1565. Design for Board of Trade Offices, Whitehall : Half- 
inch Details (Messrs. Robt. Atkinson and G. L. Alexander). 
This contains some excellent design, especially that of the 
main doorway. 

1566. Proposed Completion of the Museum of Archeology 
and Ethnology for the University of Cambridge (Sir Thos. G. 
Jackson, Bart.). A characteristic example of Sir T. Jackson’s 
work, which we give on page 436. . 

1567. Lord Digby’s School, Sherborne, Dorset : Proposed 
Extension (Mr. Edward C. H. Maidman). This should form 
an interesting and pleasing group. 

1568. Bristol New Royal Infirmary (Messrs. H. P. Adams 
and Chas. Holden). We illustrate this excellent example of 
hospital treatment in one of our insets. 

1569. New Building for School of Architecture, 
University of Liverpool (Professor Chas. H. Reilly). A simple 
and well-thought-out design, very broadly handled, and shown 
in a good water-colour by Mr. Bradshaw. 

1570. Design for Board of Trade Offices, Whitehall : 
View from River (Mr. E. Vincent Harris). We have already 
commented on this design in our criticism of the 
competition. 

1571. East Sussex Hospital, Hastings (Messrs. J. 8. Snell 
and 8S. M. Spoor). An excellent hospital design, simply and 
appropriately treated. 

1572. House at Sunningdale (Messrs. Tubbs, Messer, & 
Poulter). This shows a quiet and well-grouped domestic design. 
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Church, Hanley. 
Mr. Gerald C. Horsley, F.R.I.B.A., Architect. 
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Church, Loughor. 
W. D. Carée, F.R.I.B.A., Architect. 
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Municipal Buildings, Devonport: Competition Design. 
By Mr. W. Haywood, F.RI.B.A. 


1573. Municipal Offices and Town Hall, Middleton (Mr. 
Alick G. Horsnell). This is an unusually good example of the 
advantages of simplicity and reticence in design, and is 
shown by a good drawing. 

1574. New Restaurant, Zoological Gardens (Mr. J. J. Joass). 
A pleasing example of Mr. Joass’ work; both proportion and 
detail are good. 

1575. House at Forest Row, Sussex (Mr. W. Curtis Green). 
We illustrate this clever design, which was, we believe, the out- 
come of a competition instituted by Country Life, in an inset. 
- 1576. Restoration of a Tudor Central Hall (Mr. M. Adams- 
Acton). We do not think the author would find precedent for 
his ceiling in any old example. 

1577. “‘Overwey,” Tilford, Surrey (Mr. Hy. M. Fletcher). 
A well-designed house of a Georgian type. 

1578. New Farmstead and Cottages, Ewell Manor, 
Kent (Messrs. Geoffiry Lucas and Arthur Lodge). This is a 
clever example of the value of symmetrical planning in design. 

1579. General Post Office, St. Martin’s-le-Grand (Mr. Hy. T. 
Rees). We suppose this is a study, but it is somewhat 
commonplace. 

1580. Cheshunt Colleze, Cambridge (Mr. P. Morley Horder). 
This promises to be an interesting group of buildings, the 
effect of which should be very picturesque. We wish it had 
been illustrated by a larger drawing. 

1581. Proposed Band Pavilion, Folkestone (Messrs. W. J. 
Palmer-Jones and T. F. W. Grant). This is a lurid drawing 
of the clever design with which the authors won this 
competition recently. 

1582. The Editor's Room, Daily Chronicle Office, 
Salisbury-square, E.C. (Messrs. G. Regd. Farrow and S$. R. 
Turner). Rather suggests a reception-room in a great house 
than an Editor’s office. It would have been more effective if 
less detail had been employed. 

1583. Canada House, Kingsway (Messrs. A. F. A. Trehearne 
and C. F. Norman). We illustrate this example of street 
architecture in one of our insets. It should form an effective 
and dignified building. : 

1584. The Mill House, Fittleworth (Mr. L. Rome Guthrie), 
is a good and simple design, with effective roof lines. 

1585. Five Houses in Frognal-lane and Greenaway- 
gardens, Hampstead (Mr. Cyril A. ‘Farey). A number of small 
houses which reach a fair standard of design. 

1586. House at Bickley, Kent (Messrs. Harold Bailey and 
Douglas Wood). An attempt to produce the traditional 
picturesque. 


1587. ° Winton,” Wendover, Bucks (Mr. Ernest G. 
Theakston). Domestic design of a good charac ag? and proportion. 

1588 and 1589. House at East Finchley (Mr. Jas. J. 8. Naylor) 
and Proposed House near Leatherhead (Mr. Stephen J. B. 
Stanton) are designs which fail through want of unity of 
conception and intention. 

1590. Workshops for the Blind, Bolton (Messrs. Bradshaw, 
Gass, & Hope). Simple and unpretentious in design. 

1591. First Design for House at Burnham, Bucks (Messrs. 
Geoftry Lucas and Arthur Lodge), is not, as shown, an inspired 
work, though it may form a good basis to work upon. 

1592.“ Whinburn,” Keighley, Yorks (Messrs. Jno. W. 
Simpson and Maxwell Ayrton). This promises to form a 
successful group. We should like to see it in a drawing 
of greater definition. 

1593. Roehampton Court (Mr. Frank 8. Chesterton) is a 
dignified and sound example of design, but would be improved 
by the omission of some of the pilaster strips, which are a little 
insistent. 

1594. Annexe to the Royal Villa, Athens, for their 
Majesties the King and Queen of the Hellenes (Mr. E. Prentice 
Mawscn). A somewhat feeble conception, which will probably 
be much improved in detail. 

1595. House at Hampstead Heath (Mr. Gilbert C. Water- 
house). An essay in half-timber and tiles, which would be 
immensely improved by the omission of the half-timber. 

1596. New Government Buildings, Cardiff (Mr. Richd. J. 
Allison), shows the centre part of the new buildings, the 
execution of which we regret was not placed in the hands of an 
outside architect. We illustrate this on page 427. 

1597. Competitive Design for Departmental Buildings, 
Ottawa (Messrs. Clyde Young and H. 8. East). This shows a 
well-composed and ably-designed group of buildings, in which 
full advantage has been taken of an exceptional site. 

1598. ‘ Crow Clump,” Weybridge (Messrs. Tubbs, Messer, & 
Poulter). Another of the architects’ large houses, the general 
effect of which is marred by two small gables, which break up 
the roof somewhat unpleasantly. 

1599. Temple Station (Mr. Harry W. Ford). We welcome 
any opportunity given to architects to design stations, and 
this promises to be very suitable to its position in juxtaposition 
to the Embankment. 

1600. Proposed Mansion, Sussex (Mr. Andrew N. Prentice). 
A house of very great size, and, though we appreciate the 
author’s wish to maintain simplicity, we feel it would be better 
for some central architectural feature. 
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Municipal Buildings, Devonport : Competition Design. 
By Mr; W. Haywood, F.R.I.B.A. 
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Mr, Temple Moore, F.R.I, B.A., Architect, 
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Nairobi Cathedral. 
Mr. Temple Moore, F.R.1.B.A., Architect. 
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Business Premises, Penang. 
Messrs. H. O. Ellis & Clarke, Architects, 
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Church, Plymouth. 
W. D. Carée, F.R.I.B.A., Architect. 


Mr. 


Proposed Museum Buildings, Cambridge. 





R.A, 


Jackson, Bart., 


By Sir Thomas G. 
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Garden House, Thornton Manor, Cheshire. 
By Messrs. T. H. Mawson & Sons. 


1601, Dining-room, 6, Corfton-road, Ealing (Messrs. Moscrop- 
Young & Glanfield). A feeble example of interior design. 

16¢2. St. John’s Parish Hall, Richmond, Surrey (Mr. 
Arthur Grove). The author has not risen to his opportunities, 
though his design is quiet and unaffected. 

1603. Design for Salon, Park Avenue, New York 
(Mr. Percival T. Hildesley). This has too much the effect of an 
antiquarian study. 

1604. Lecture Hall, Gresham College, E.C. (Messrs. Sydney 
Perks and Dendy Watney), is shown by an admirable perspective 
by Mr. Raffles Davison, and shows an interior which is in 


accord with the architectural traditions of the City of 
London. 
1605. Design for Board of Trade Offices, Whitehall (Messrs. 


Robt. Atkinson and G. L. Alexander). We have already illus- 
trated this design, in which we feel the authors have hardly 
done themselves full justice. 

1606. Design for Parliament Buildings, Ottawa, Canada 
(Mr. E. Vincent Harris). This shows a finely-designed group of 
classical buildings, as seen from the lower or river level. 

1607. Business Premises at Penang (Messrs. Herbert O. Ellis 
and Clarke). We illustrate this admirable little design on page 4¢3. 

1608. House on Campden Hill, Kensington: View from 
South-East (Mr. Edward P. Warren). This promises to be an 
interesting and successful house design. We give it in an inset. 

1609. The De’il’s Neuk, N.B. (Mr. Andrew N. Prentice), is 
a very successful essay in “* Scotch baronial,” which Mr. Prentice 
understands as only a Scot can ! 

1610. New Central Offices for the Metropolitan Water 
Board (Mr. H. Austen Hall). We illustrate Mr. Hall’s design in 
one of our insets. 

1611. Proposed Classrooms at Cambridge (Mr. H. Rezd. 
Poulter). A dull design in a domestic Gothic manner, in which 
brick, stone, and half-timber are all employed. 

1612. Painted Decoration: Council Chamber, Institute 
of Chartered Accountants (Mr. Geo. Murray). A very fine 
coloured drawing, showing the decorative work which completes 
the interior of this fine building. 

1613. Hall and Corridors, Terley Garth, Cheshire (Mr. C. E. 
Mallows). A characteristic example of Mr. Mallows’ work, 
which we give on this page and page 438. 

1614. Design for the Painted Ceiling of a Concert Hall 
(Mr. Wilfrid Norton). The effect of this is restless and 
unhappy, which is, we believe, more the fault of the drawing 
than the composition. 

1615. Design for the New Board of Trade Offices, Whitehall 
(Messrs. Chas. Gascoyne and Geo. Nott). We have already 
Commented on this design in our competition article. 

1616. A Modern Interior Executed with Old Material 
= M. Adams-Acton). A delightful water-colour of a pleasing 
nterior, 

1617. New Town Hall and Market Buildings for the 
Borough of Denbigh (Messrs. Jno. Brooke and Elcock). We 
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Corridor, Terley Garth, Cheshire. 
Mr. C. E. Mallows, F.R.I.B.A., Architect, 





illustrate this picturesque and appropriate design in one of 
our insets. 

1618. A Residence for a Royal Personage in Scotland 
(Mr. Cyril A. Farey). This is the Soane Medallion design we 
have already commented on some months ago. 

1619. Design for the Board of Trade Offices, Whitehall 
(Messrs. P. Thomas, E. Prestwich, and I. Jones). This design 
shows much power in obtaining effect by means of good 
proportion without the introduction of detail. 

1620. Proposed Railway Terminus, Blacksod Bay (Messrs. 
E. B. Hoare and M. Wheeler). A finely-designed station hall, 
which will not, we hope, remain an unexecuted dream. 

1621. No. 8, Queen Anne-street, W. (Mr. W. Hy. White), is 
a good drawing of one of the many houses which Mr. White has 
designed for the Howard de Walden Estate. 

1622. The Schools, Shrewsbury: New Library, Reading- 
room, and Picture Gallery (Messrs. Forsyth & Maule), is somewhat 
spoilt by the scale of the columns of verandah, which would 
have been better carried down to the ground without pedestals. 

1623. Cottages, Port Sunlight, Cheshire (Mr. Arthur J. 
Hope), form an over-featured group, which would gain by 
being much simplified. 

1624. Shipping Offices at Lagos, West Africa (Mr. Lionel M. 
Grace). These do not strike us as quite suiting their tropical 
environment. 


1625. New Buildings, Bromszrove School (Mr. Arthur 
Bartlett). A good piece of school desivn, showing ease and 


freedom of handling. 

1626. Competitive Design for St. Paul’s Bridge: the 
Abutment on the South Side seen from the River (Mr. W. S. 
George). A fine view of a fine design, in which everything 
which is not absolutely necessary is eliminated, so that it 
forms a study in simplicity. 

1627. St. Hugh's College, Oxford: North Elevation 
(Messrs. Buckland, Haywood, & Farmer). We illustrate this 
effective piece of collegiate design in one of our insets. 

1628. Universal House, Oxford-street (Mr. Delissa Joseph). 
A clever treatment of a narrow street front shown in a delicate 
pen-and-ink drawing. 

1629. No. 12, Devonshire-street, W. (Mr. Sydney Tatchell), 
is a pleasing little view of an exterior designed in the Louis XVI. 
manner. 

1630. Premises for the General Medical Council (Messrs. 
Eustace C. Frere). We cannot understand this example 
of the Neo-Grec or L’Art Nouveau School of design; we 
do not know which it is meant to be. 

1631. Proposed Chateau in the Andes (Messrs. Niven & 
Wigglesworth) is an admirable design, shown in an excellent 
drawing, which we give as one of our inset illustrations. This 
should form a most satisfactory architectural composition. 

1632. Cottages in Manor-way, Ruislip ( Mr. Herbert A. 
Welch), shows a group of simply-designed cottages round 
three sides of a square. 
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F.R.I.B.A., Architect. 


E. Mallows, 


Hall, Terley Garth, Cheshire. 
Mr. C. E. Mallows, F.R.1.B.A., Architect. 


Corridor, Terley Garth, Cheshire. 
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1633. The Lifford Memorial Hall, Broadway, Worcester- 
shire (Mr. Andrew N. Prentice). We illustrate this admirable 
example of Mr. Prentice’s work, which is alike charming in 
design and draughtsmanship. 

1634. Two Houses on Narrow Sites (Mr. Edward J. May). 
Two excellently planned and arranged houses. 

1635. Rathborne Convalescent Home, Parwich, Derby- 
shire (Mr. Wilfrid R. Mosley). This shows the influence of 
traditional Derbyshire work on modern design. 

1636. Design for a Memorial to Soldiers Fallen in the War 
(Mr. Cyril A. Farey). A reticent and delicate piece of design. 
House at Hammer, Hampshire (Mr. Alan Brace), 


1637. 
masses well; the simple treatment of terrace and steps is 
admirable. 

1638. Competitive Design for the Devonport Guildhall, 


We commented on 


Municipal Offices, etc. (Mr. Wm. Haywood). ) 
notice, and now 


this excellent design in our competition 
illustrate it on page 431. 

1639. The School of Oriental Studies, London Institution, 
Finsbury-cireus (Mr. Fredk. M. Simpson). An interesting and 
cleverly-planned addition to a fine building. 

1640. Design for Central Mission Hall (Messrs. Jno. Wills 
& Sons). The mass of this design is good, but the detail of 
the central feature and doorways needs revision. 


1641. No.7, St. James’s-street, S.W. (Messrs. Wm. & Ed. 
Hunt). Thisisa refined piece of design, illustrated on page 446. 


1642. A Jesse-tree: Design for Stained Glass (Mr. Joseph 
Ffelan), appears to us to be somewhat defective in its 
composition. 

1643. St. Anselm’s Church, Kennington (Messrs. Adshead & 
Ramsey). We shall give this fine interior at a later date; there 
is a note of Byzantine design, which does not quite accord with 
the external treatment. 

1644. St. Andrew’s Chapel, Westminster Cathedral 
(Mr. Robert 8. Weir). An effective and pleasing decorative 
study in marble and mosaic. 

1645. Design for Part of an Aisle Window, Currey Rivell 
Church, Somerset (Mr. Martin Travers). A well-composed 
window design. 


1646. Chapel, Highfield School, Liphook (Mr. Gerald 
Cogswell), is simply and suitably designed. The colour 


drawing is one of the best in this year’s exhibition. 

1647. The Madonna: Design fcr Stained Glass (Mr. Chas. 
Hardgrave). A pleasing little design for a single lancet window. 

1648. New Church, Gillingham, Kent (Mr. Temple Moore). 
The treatment seems to carry simplicity to the verge of baldness, 
though it is original. Illustrated on page 432. 

1649. The Crucifixion : Design for Stained Glass Window 
(Mr. Chas. Hardgrave). A well-composed design. 

1650. Genealogical Tree of Jesse : Design for Stained Glass 
(Mr. Guy Miller). The composition seems somewhat awkward 
and without sufficient meaning. 

1651. Proposed Baptist Church and Schools, Lower 
Edmonton (Messrs. Jno. Wills & Sons). This would have been 
improved by a single entrance and the suppression of the side 
gables, otherwise it is well composed. 

1652. Design for Stained Glass War Memorial Window 

(Mr. Wm. E. Hodges). One of the best decorative designs of 
the year, both in colour and composition. 
_ 1653. New Church of St. Faith at Edmonton, Canada (Sir 
Thos. G. Jacksen, Bart.), is a good example of Sir Thomas 
Jacks n’s work. We like the treatment of the tower with its 
Romanesque detail. 

I. Proposed Church of St. Michael and St. George, 
Hesw il (Mr. Richd. T. Beckett). Very simple and strong in 


— and shown by a very good drawing by Mr. Raffles 
avis 

l5, Design for Stained Glass (Mr. Regd. Bell). An 
excell: it study of Joan of Are, full of expression. 

16. Intericr, New Cathedral, San Francisco, U.S.A. 


(Mr. ¢ cil G, Hare). One of the finest church desizns of the 
Year, reminiscent of Mr. Bodley’s best work. The drawing 
shows finely-designed nave arcade, with octagenal crossing 
beyond, j : ? 
— 4. English Church, | Cap d’Antibes (Mr. Frank L. 
farsen). A delightful little Romanesque design, with 
crucitiorm plan and domical crossing. We hope to illustrate 
this ‘a later date. 
si a —" —: Window, Pyecombe Church, Brighton 
+: yr ag . good design for a lancet window. 
eee aie ye of § t. John _the Evangelist, Carrington, 
Mr. W. Curtis Green). We illustrate this clever design 
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among our insets. Though we do not entirely like the detail, it 
is one of the best designs of the vear. 


1660. New Catholic Church, Northfleet (Mr. G. Gilbert 
Scott). We illustrate this most original design with its pylon- 


like tower on page 432. 

1661. Khartoum Cathedral: West Front and Tower (Mr. 
Robt. 8. Weir). We hope to be able to give this very interest- 
ing example of Mr. Schultz’s design later. We do not quite 
like the triangular windows to either side of the central doorway, 
but the whole effect is good. 

1662. Design for Stained Glass (Mr. Wm. Bustard) is 
somewhat spoilt by the very prominent treatment of border. 

1663. Church of St. Michael, Loughor (Mr. Wm. D. Carée). 
This is a very characteristic example of the architect’s work, 
and is illustrated on page 430. 

1664. Exterior, New Cathedral, San Francisco, U S.A. 
(Mr. Cecil G. Hare). A fine view of a fine design. We regret 
that the exterior treatment of the central lantern is obscured 
in the view by the western towers. 

1665. Design for stained glass (Mr. Regd. Bell). A finely- 
composed window. 

1666. Proposed Church at Leicester (Messrs. 
Son, & Pick). An interesting Romanesque design laid down on 
very simple lines. 

1667. Proposed Chapel at Bournemouth (Mr. 
Newton). We illustrate this pleasing example of Mr. Newton's 
ecclesiastical desizn on page 424. As would be expected, it is 
exceedingly refined and delicate. 

1668. Design for Heraldic Stained Glass Hall Window 
(Mr. Wm. E. Hodges). A group of heraldically-treated windows. 

1669. Design for a Town Church; Interior View (Mr. 
Austin Durst). A simple study of an interior designed on the 
lines of the Gothic of Southern France, practically without 
detail. 

1670 and 1711. Altar Tablet for Epistle Side of Altar 
and Altar Tablet for Centre of Altar (Mr. Sidney Farnsworth) 
are careful examples of illumination which hardly seem in 
place in the Architectural Room. 

1671. Completion of New Presbyterian Church, Mayfield, 
Edinburgh (Mr. Jas. G. Fairley). A large church flanked by 
a lofty tower, the demed termination of which is somewhat 
unhappy. 

1672. Chancel Screen, St. John’s Church, Seven Kings, 
Ilford (Mr. Percy C. Boddy). A good screen of a conventional 
type. 

1673. Interior of the Church of St. Gabriel, Aldersbrook, 
Manor Park, E. (Mr. Chas. Spooner), is to our mind spoilt by 
a profusely coloured roof, though the latter is justified by 
precedent. 

1674. Exterior of Nairobi Cathedral (Mr. Temple Moore). 
The adoption of another style would have been better. Gothic 
hardly lends itself to tropical requirements. We illustrate this 
on page 433. 


Evera rd, 


Ernest 


1675. Design for Stained Glass Window (Mr. Jas. H. 
Hogan). 

1676. Desion for Stained Glass Window (Mr. Job Nixon). 

1677. Design for Stained Glass Window (Mr. Horace T. 
Hincks). 

1678. Design for Stained Glass Window (Mr. Wilfred G. 
Edwards). 

1679. Design for Chapel Window, Roedean School, 


Brighton (Mr. Rezd. Bell). 


1680. Desien for Stained Glass Window (Mr. Horace T. 
Hincks). 

1681. Design for Stained Glass Window (Mr. Wilfred G. 
Edwards). 

1682. Window, Grindleford Church, Derbyshire (Mr. 


Arthur A. Orr). ; 
1683. The Story of St. Kenelm : Cartoon for Stained Glass 


(Mr. W. H. and Miss Florence Camm). 


Horace 


1684. East Window, Mathern Church (Mr. 
Wilkinson). 

1685. Desion for Stained Glass Window (Mr. Horace T. 
Hincks). 

1686. Desicn for Stained Glass Window (Mr. Sydney J. 
Abbott). 

1687. Stained Glass Window, Dover College (Mr. Arthur 
J. Dix). 


1688. Competitive Design for Lord Strathcona Memorial 
Window, Westminster Abbey (Mr. Jno. D. Forsyth). The 
above, together with 1692, 1694, 1702, 1704, and 1710, 
form a series of Stained Glass designs, many of which are 
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excellent, but which we have not space to comment on 
in detail, 

1689. Church of All Saints, Hanley (Mr. Gerald C. Horsley). 
We illustrate this quiet and dignified design on page 430. 

1690. Design for Stained Glass Patronal Window 
St. Kenelm’s Church, Clent (Mr. Walter H. Camm). 

1691. Proposed Chapel (Messrs. W. F. Harber and G. T. 
Power). We have already illustrated this clever design, which 
shows great knowledge and refinement in detail, in a previous 
Issue, 

1693. Pusey House, Oxford: Elevation of Front (Mr. 
Temple Moore). We give this interesting example of domestic 


Gothic in one of our insets. 


for 


1695. Church of the Good Shepherd, Ealing (Mr. Wm. A. 
Pite). A pleasing design for a simple brick church. 
1696. Private Chapel, Elmhurst, near Lichfield ; Exterior 


(Mr. Cecil G. Hare). A good design on traditional lines excel- 
Jently composed and detailed. 


1697. Design for a Church in Malta : Interior (Mr. Philip J. 
Marvin). A Romanesque interior laid on large and simple 
lines. 

1698. Design for a Church at Teddington (Mr. W. Ernest 
Hazell). A good group of buildings simply designed in red 
brick. 

1699. Colombo Cathedral, Ceylon : South-East View (Mr. 


G. H. Fellowes Prynne). This is an ambitious design, mainly 
inspired by Italian Gothic models. The interior, in which colour 
is freely used, is shown in No. 1703. 

1700. New Cathedral (R.C.), Georgetown, Demerara: 
Exterior (Mr. Leonard Stokes). We have already illustrated 
the exterior of this interesting church. We give the interior 
(1709) in this issue among our insets. 

1701. Holy Trinity, Lambeth: Design for Alterations 
(Sir Chas. A. Nicholson, Bart.). This excellent example of Sir 
Charles Nicholson’s skill is shown in an inset illustration. 

1702. Design for Stained Glass Window (Mr. Alexander 
Gascoyne); 1704. ‘ Courage”: Design for Memorial Stair- 
case Window (Miss Florence Camm), are further designs for 
stained glass windows. 

1705. Catholic Church and Presbytery, Southwold (Messrs. 
Benedict, C.S.S.8., and Beart-Foss). An interesting group of 
buildings showing a presbytery abutting on a tower which 
extends across the east end of the church. 

1705. St. Gabriels Church, Plymouth (Mr. Wm. D. 
Carée). Illustrated on page 436. The proportions of the nave 
arches seems to us a little unfortunate, but the point of view 
perhaps partly accounts for this. 

1707. St. Aidan’s Church, Bamber Bridge, near Preston 
(Mr. Frank R. Freeman), is somewhat tame and uninteresting. 

1708. Study for the Completion of the Florence Campanile 
(Mr. H. Heathcote Statham). A carefully-designed and well- 
Shought-out study, which probably fairly accurately represents 
what might have been the builder’s intention. 


1703. New Cathedral (R.C.), Georgetown, Demerara: 
Interior (Mr. Leonard Stokes). 
1712. Memorial Screen: Parish Church, Walsall (Mr. 


Chas. E. Bateman). A finely-designed and very elaborate 
screen. 

1713. Model of New Central Offices for the Metropolitan 
Water Board (Mr. H. Austen Hall). This model promises well, 
and shows that Mr. Hall has made the most of his subject. 

1714. St. Paul’s Bridge: Quarter-Scale Model of Com- 
petitive Design (Mr. C. Wontner Smith). This is a good model 
of a well-thought-out: design, the terminal monuments group 
well with the arches of the bridge. 

1715. Model of Farm Buildings for the Lord Wandsworth 
Institution, Long Sutton, Hants (Mr. Regd. Blomfield): and 
1716. Model of Entrance Gateway to the Wandsworth Trust 
Estate, Long Sutton (Mr. Regd. Blomfield). These two models, 
which we illustrate, show that Mr. Blomfield has imparted 
unusual interest into a group of utilitarian buildings. We 
regret that we have not obtained another photograph of the 
model of farm buildings, as they are in everv respect well 


considered and composed, and will repay careful study. 
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In our architecture of to-day, as shown in the Academ, 
there is, we feel, too little sign of conviction and enthusiasn 
It is true that to a greater extent than in past years we avoi:! 
what is merely trivial, and that, like the Puritan, we hay 
abjured what is merely picturesque ; but our attitude may |. 
the expression of sincerity like that of Milton, ‘or compromise 
like Monk, who waited a convenient opportunity to change. 
Unless we make changes which arise from conviction our wor| 
will be dull and lifeless ; while the designer of Old Newgate cou: 
express the whole gamut of architectural feeling in the treat- 
ment of a blank wall. Architectural forms are like words which 
are lifeless and unmeaning unless thought lies behind them 
and the designer feels he is using the easiest and most direct 
means to express himself, and we are afraid that conviction 
in this sense is shown in little of our modern work. Many of 
our architects would grace other callings, while they fail to do 
justice to the one they have elected to follow, and the curse of 
conceit and the wish to express individuality in our buildings 
spoil much which might be saved did we frankly accept our 
limitations. Many architects are excellent business managers 
or masters of construction, and if they frankly employed those 
who could design, or associated themselves with them, 
contemporary architecture would be the gainer. Many of our 
buildings are thinly and indecently clad with the fashions of 
conceit instead of being architecturally clothed, and a man’s 
greatness may be frequently measured by the fact that he is not 
ashamed to repeat what is most suitable for his purpose. Much 
of our domestic architecture is excellent because its production 
requires less architectural knowledge and is simpler than other 
forms of work. Our public buildings, on the other hand, usually 
suggest the employment of forms by those who have too little 
knowledge and skill to have fully assimilated their meaning ; 
while in our churches we clearly have no type in mind which 
expresses modern wants, and we are overburdened with 
antiquarian and historical association. When it is considered 
that Wren cut himself entirely free of such hampering restric- 
tions, it seems inconceivable that we should have allowed 
them once more to be imposed on us. To Wren a church was 
a space to be fittingly treated and covered, having regard to 
acoustics and seating ; with us too frequently a church is an 
attempt to reproduce what served the purposes of a past age. 
Before real progress is possible we must know our style 
sufficiently to forget it, and, like Wren and Inigo Jones, use it 
with absolute freedom to express the immediate wants and 
requirements of our life. 


Church, Carrington, Notts. 


Mr. W. Curtis Green, Architect. 
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Recumbent Figure for a Tomb in a Seignorial Chapel. 
Mr. Richard R. Goulden, Sculptor. 


SCULPTURE AT THE ROYAL ACADEMY. 








9) (2 F the show of sculpture at the Academy is, as a whole, imagination are concerned—those statues and groups which are 
Ya iau| not so interesting as it has been in recent years, it rarely commissioned and which the sculptor is often content to 
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yy, 
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nevertheless contains many works that are a pleasure produce for the sake of his own pleasure or reputation. 
to see. Possibly the state of affairs since the bezinning of Sculptors in Great Britain work at some disadvantage in this 
August have restrained the sculptor’s hand so far as works of respect as compared with their Continental brethren; the art 















“The Bather.” “Youth and the Shadow.” 
Mr, Alb2rt Toft, Sculptor. Mr. Richard Garbe, Sculptor. 





THE 


a) 
“ David.” 
Mr, John Angel, Sculptor. 


in this country is neither so{frequently employed in the decora- 
tion of buildings, nor are commissions so freely given for public 
statues and memorials. If our sculpters seem to lack mobility 
of plastic thought in their decorative work, this is probably due 
to the small opportunities they are given for practice in the 
modelling of decorative forms. There are numerous memorials 
at the present exhibition, recumbent effigies and reliefs, which 
indicate what we mean. The memorial reliefs especially are in 
most cases dull affairs, restrained to the point of insipidity in 
design, and occasionally reminiscent of the illustrated funeral 
cards which used to hang on the walls of cheap apartments 


“ Bereaved.” 
Mr. Mortimer Brown, Sculptor. 
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“ Roused.” 
Me, Andrea C, Lucchesi, Sculptor. 


“The Scroll of Honour.” 
Miss Ethel White, Sculptor. 
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“ Vintage.” 
Mr. John Angel, £c.lptor. 


of the Victorian era. There may be some grounds for 
exercising restraint in the design cf memorials of this kind, 
but there is no inherent reason why thev should not possess 
qualities of grace and imagination. Restraint in art is a quality 
derived from classic times; but in classic times restiaint 
was not due to reticence, but to a desire for concentrated 
clearness of artistic expression. With some few exceptions 
the reliefs at the exhibition show no freedom of thought, 
either in conception or execution. But, apart from this phase 
of the art of sculpture, there are many notable exhibits. The 
‘** Premier Matin” cf M. Eyide Rembeaux, for instance, is a 


“Joy of Life.” 
. W. Reid Dick, Sculptor. 
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work of virility and power. The modelling of this remarkable 
statue belongs to the naturalistic school of modelling which 
makes no concessions to anatomical obscurity or prettiness. 
The muscular planes of the seated figure are emphasised, but 
not over-emphasised. The pose is natural, yet full of imagina- 
tive suzgestion. The work has left the sculptor’s hands in an 
unfinished state; the figure of the woman is still being chiselled 
out of the marble block ; but even in this uncompleted state 
the work loses none of its interest and gives the full impression 
of a finished work. 

altMr. Toft’s large figure of *‘ The Bather ” is of another school ; 
it is graceful and pleasant observed from almost any point of 
view, and the modelling is of the smooth academic order, of 
which it is an excellent and attractive type. A third example, 
which falls between the other two schools, of the female figure 
is to be found in Mr. Lucchesi’s ** Roused.”” The wild and 
expressive head of this amazon is in somewhat curious contrast 
to the accentuated sex expressed in the body, to which the 
drapery gives a remote suggestion of indelicacy. The best 
monumental decorative group, in our view, at the exhibition 
is Mr. Hamo Thornycroft’s * Britannia,” forming part of the 
Sind memorial to the late King now in course of erection at 
Karachi. The seated figure of Britannia is, as such a figure 
should be, formal, spacious, and dignified; the drapery is 
broadly modelled, while the turbaned Indian boy at her side, 
a natural little figure, falls harmoniously into the decorative 
lines of the group. The same sculptor’s model of a gilt bronze 
medallion of Mr. Norman Shaw, in bold relief, recently erected 
on the Thames Embankment, is also an excellent example of 
this type of memorial. Mr. Broadbent’s bronze statue, ** The 
White Man’s Burden,” is not so attractive as the other works 
we have mentioned, but the modelling is vigorous and skilful. 
There are numerous panels and reliefs at the exhibition. Mr. 
Albert Hodge's ** Wee Modest Crimson-tippet Flow’r,” a panel 





Sir George Frampton, R.A, 
Mr, Albert Toft, Sculptor. 
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Model of Memorial to Capt. Robert Falcon Scott, R.N., C.V.O., and 
his Comrades to be placed in St. Paul’s Cathedral. 


Mr. 8. Nicholson Babb, Sculptor, 


from the Burns monument at Stirling, illustrates the poet 
with his hand to the plough, and is a careful, if not stimulating, 
work. Burns is represented as a ploughman in an immaculate 
ploughman’s costume. One feels that Mr. Hodge might 
have obtained a decorative effect from the furrows of the 
ploughed field, which are not even suggested. The allegorical 
relief, “‘ Youth and the Shadow,” by Mr. Richard Garbe, is 
atmospheric, and the lines and modelling of the female figure 
are harmonious; the treatment of the shadow is mystical 
and vague, as perhaps it should be, but it does not group 
very well with the figure of Youth. Mr. Mortimer Brown’s 
‘* Bereaved ” is a pleasant composition, to which the title adds 
no special significance. Sir George Frampton contributes a 
bronze memorial, to be erected on the Thames Embankment 
to the memory of the late Sir W. 8S. Gilbert (of Gilbert and 
Sullivan fame), a characteristic example of this artist’s work, 
decorated with two little corner figures of the type which the 
artist has made familiar in numerous other works. 

Amecng the imaginative groups and figures we noticed par- 
ticularly ““ The Mermaids,” by Mr. Henry Poole. Mr. Poole’s 
work is always interesting, and there is nothing at the present 
exhibition which expresses a higher imaginative gift than this 
bronze group of three mermaids. If we are not mistaken, this 
small group is a replica of a sketch model executed some years 








“The Fallen Idol.” 


Mr. C. Web-Gilbert, Sculptor. 


azo for a building of Messrs. Lanchester & Rickards, at 
Cardiff. The sculptor has done wisely to perpetuate his sketch 
in a bronze, a material to which the quality and planes of the 
modelling make it especially adapted. Mr. Gilbert Bayes 
exhibits ‘‘ The Underwold,” a bronze statuette of a knight on 
horseback, the animal being furbished with flowing gilt trap- 
pings, from beneath whose folds peep various small creatures 
of the Underwold, and is one of the romantic evocations in 
which this sculptor delights. He also contributes another 
small bronze group, ** The Wealth of the Earth” (to be found 
in Gallery No. VI.), consisting of two figures, a girl and small 
boy in procession carrying between them the fruits of the earth. 
Mr. Charles Hartwell, the new sculptor Associate, gives us in 
his equestrian. statuette, ““ V.C.—Le Cateau, 1914,” an echo of 
the war, in which a soldier is saving from the fray a wounded 
comrade. The realisation of this episode, in which there is no 
suggestion of false sentiment, is portrayed with a technical 
power that is; full of life and expression. Professor Lantéri’s 
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Mr. Charles Pebworth, £culptor. 
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“ Childhood.” “ Eves.” 


Mr. P. Bryant Baker, Sculptor. 


* Vision of the Cross,” also a small group in bronze of the 
sleeping Madonna and Child, with the cross and cherubim 
rising up behind the seated figure of the Madonna, conveys a 
religious sentiment in terms of art that has a suggestion of 
medizevalism. One of the most interesting of the bronzes at 
the exhibition is the “* Fawn,” by Mr. Derwent Wood, in which 
there is both originality and fantasy, to which the treatment 
of surface modelling adds considerable interest. Another 
admirable bronze group, entitled “Jey of Life” (which we 
illustrate), should not be passed over. 

While we are speaking of works of fantasy we must not 
forget to mention Mrs. Bailey’s two compositions in lead-work, 
designed for the decoration of a garden. These works are 
admirably suited to their purpose, and modelled freely in a 
material the charm of which for plastic purposes is insufficiently 
realised at the present time. 

The chief interest, however, of the galleries devoted to 
sculpture centres in the portrait busts, of which there is a large 





Spring—Bronze. 


Mr. S. M. Wiens, Sculptor. 


Spring’s Joy. 


Mr, Eugéne Cauneel, Sculptor. 
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Fawn and Panthers. 


Mr. Cresswell H. 


number. Mr. Derwent Wood’s work in this direction is gener- 
ally well known. The animation of his portraiture is in striking 
contrast to the type of work which prevailed a few years ago, 
and which indeed is not without representatives at the present 
exhibition. It is probably due to Mr. Derwent Wood more 
than to any other British sculptor that life has sprung from a 
dead and absurd convention, which was based on a false theory 
of classic ait. His heads of Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, Mr. 
McEvoy, and Mr. Kineton Parkes must be counted among the 
best things that he has done. The portrait busts of Mr. John 
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Endymion Group. 


“ The Age of Imagination.” 


Mrs, Lillian M. Wade Sculptcr. Mr. F. V. Blundstone, Sculptor. 





Desmond, Sculptor. 


Tweed are also vital and interesting, although there is a sugges- 
tion of affectation in the premeditated roughness of his surfaces. 
Mr. Hartwell’s “ Keipie of the Burn” is no doubt portraiture, 
but it also conveys the haunting, imaginative quality that is 
suggested by the title. It is a poetic conception modelled from 
life. The ‘‘ Sybil” of Mr. Stirling Lee is interesting as an 
example of the atmospheric school of sculpture. Mr. Albert Toft’s 
‘Sir George Frampton,” in bronze, is lifelike and excellent, 
and goes to show, together with the art of Mr. Derwent Wood, 
the change of attitude and advance towards reality and life 


Portrait Statuette. 


Mr. James Bcoth, Sculptor. 
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“The Waters of Forgetfulness.” 
Mr. Charles Wheeler, Sculptor. 


that has been made in recent years in this type of work. 


portrait busts, as a whole, represent a variety of schools of 


modelling. and suggest that our sculptors only need 


The 


the 


opportunity to excel equally in other phases of their art. If they 


are not so successful in decorative and applied sculpture, this 
probably may be attributed to the lack of intelligent apprecia- 
tion of sculpture in this country rather than to incapacity 
on the part of the artists. 
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LEGAL SECTION. 


NOTES ON CURRENT CASES. 


Matsoukis v. Priestman & Co. 
Force Majeure—Vis Major—Act of God— 
King’s Enemies. 


HIS action, which was recently tried by 

Mr. Justice Bailhache with a jury in 

the Commercial List, raised the question 

of the meaning of the words “force majeure ”’ 
in a contract for the execution of work. 

By an agreement in 1912 the defendants 
contracted to build a steamer and deliver her 
to the plaintiffs on or before February 28, 1913, 
or in default they were to pay to the plaintiffs 
as liquidated damages the sum of £10 for each 
day of delay. The agreement provided that 
from the days of delay there should be excluded 
those resulting from force majeure, or strikes 
of workmen at the _ shipbuilding yard, 
machinery manufacturers, steel manufacturers, 
or at the works of any sub-contractor. The 
steamer was delivered on August 22, 1913, 
and the plaintiff paid the contract price to the 
defendants without deductions for the delay in 
delivery. Subsequently the plaintiff claimed 
£1,750, being £10 a day for every day’s delay in 
delivery after February 28, 1913. The 
defendants contended that the delay was 
wholly caused by circumstances which came 
within the exception clause. They gave 
particulars of the causes as being: (1) The 
coal strike of 1912, which delayed the com- 
pletion of other steamers on turn for building 
before the steamer in question in this action, 
and thereby prevented a berth becoming 
vacant, so that the work on the steamer could 
not be commenced until December, 1912 ; (2) a 
strike of the shipwrights employed in the 
building yard; (3) bad weather; (4) certain 
days lost through the workmen attending the 
funeral of the manager of the shipyard, visiting 
football matches, and taking holidays. The 
jury found that the defendants were entitled to 
an allowance of seventy days in respect of the 
coal strike. 

Mr. Justice Bailhache said the decision in the 
case depended upon the meaning to be given to 
the words “ force majeure”’ in the exception 
clause. He deprecated the use of foreign 
terms in an English contract, as exact equiva- 
lents were often difficult to find in their inter- 
pretation. As construed on the Continent, 
the words meant ‘“‘a cause which a person 
cannot prevent or avoid, and for which he 
is not responsible.” He held that the coal 
strike came within the words ‘“‘ force majeure ” 
in the contract, although he said that he would 
have felt some difficulty in so finding had the 
delay been due directly to the coal strike, 
because several strikes were specifically 
mentioned in the exception clause, and it would 
not be easy to add to them another strike 
operating indirectly. In this case the coal strike 
did not directly cause the delay in the com- 
pletion of the steamer in question, but it did 
operate to create a general dislocation of trade 
which prevented the completion of the vessel 
laid down before her. He thought that the 
words “force majeure”? should cover break- 
downs of machinery due to ordinary accidents 
and not to the fault of any particular workman, 
but he excluded the days lost through the 
workmen attending the funeral and the football 
matches and taking holidays. The shipwrights’ 
strike was clearly within the exception clause. 

Besides the words “‘ force majeure.” exceptions 
are often contracted to be allowed for: delays 
arising from “the act of God,” “‘ Vis major,” 

mevitable accident,’’ and in contracts drawn 
up by those who had not considered that the 
millennium had arrived, the “ King’s enemies ” 
were sometimes included. 

here is, however, no justification for thinking 
that these words or phrases mean the same thing, 
and that it does not matter which is used, and 
care should be taken in entering upon obligations 
in which either of them is employed. For 
stance, in the suggested form of Building 
agreement issued by the Royal Institute of 
ov Architects the architect is to make a 
alr and reasonable extension of time for 
ht ee if, in his opinion, the works be 
ee by force majeure. This throws upon 
; = individual architect the duty of defining 
to | Meaning of force majeure ; and, according 
© his light and knowledge, he may or may not 


be able to give the exact meaning and force to 
the words. If he includes under them causes 
which should more properly be defined as 
“the act of God” he will not be properly 
interpreting the contract so far as the building 
owner is concerned, and if he omits to consider 
certain accidents or more remote causes of 
delay which may have occurred he may be 
doing an injustice to the contractor according 
to the decision of Mr. Justice Bailhache (supra). 

In general, a person who has made an absolute 
promise to carry out certain works for a con- 
sideration is not discharged from liability to 
perform his contract or to pay damages for 
its non-performance even if events afterwards 
occur which render it impossible for him to 
carry out his obligations, Acts of Parliament or 
Acts of State forming almost the sole exceptions 
to the rule. It is therefore necessary to provide 
safeguards for contingencies which are almost 
sure to arise, although the exact point of 
weakness cannot, of course, be defined. For 
this reason words and phrases have been, and 
still are, used as a protection which are often 
intended to cover more than they are really 
found to do when brought to the strict test of 
legal definition, as for the encouragement of the 
lawyers occasionally happens. If no such 
possible contingencies are provided for in the 
contract the obligations undertaken are 
“absolute,” and no implied conditions of 
release will be read into the contract if it 
afterwards appears that it is impossible to 
perform the contract, even though it is not 
due to any default on the part of the contractor. 
For instance, in Jones v. St John’s College 
(1870) L.R. 6 Q.B. 115, the contractors agreed 
to build certain works within a specified time, 
with provision that alterations might be made 
and that an extension of time should be granted 
if the clerk of the works considered it necessary. 
No extension of time was allowed, and the court 
held that under the contract the builders had 
bound themselves to complete both the buildings 
as originally planned and the alterations 
contemplated by the contract within the time 
specified in the contract, although it was 
impossible for the works and the alterations to 
be carried out within that time. Mr. Justice 
Hannen remarked that “‘ it may be an unusual 
or an unwise contract to enter into, but there 
is no reason why a man should not enter into 
such a contract. Certainly, if he does, in 
direct terms, enter into a contract to perform 
an impossibility, subject to a penalty, he will 
not be excused because it is an impossibility.” 

Such a proposition, however, must be subject 
to the consideration that a contract which is 
manifestly incapable of performance either in 
fact or in law at the time when it is made 
cannot form a binding contract, because there 
is no real consideration ; but such contracts are 
so seldom entered into that they may be left 
out of the present discussion. The more 
general proposition remains intact, that where 
a person, by his own agreement, uncondition- 
ally undertakes a duty, he is bound to perform 
it or take the consequences, notwithstanding 
any accident or adverse circumstances which 
may afterwards arise. 

To what extent, then, will a contractor be 
relieved by a condition that he is to be exempt 
from penalties for delays or damages from 
inability to carry out his contract where such 
delay or inability is due to “force majeure” or 
“act of God” ? The French words “ force 
majeure’ are sometimes taken to be equivalent 
in meaning to or interchangeable with the 
Latin “vis major” and the English term 
“act of God,’ but Mr. Justice Bailhache 
declined to give them so wide a meaning when 
invited to do so in the case under review. 
In the dictionary of the French Academy the 
meaning of “‘ force majeure’ is given as ‘‘ Force 
& laquelle on ne peut résister, événement qu’on 
ne peut empécher et dont on n’est pas respon- 
sable.” This appears to add to the forces or 
causes which one cannot prevent and for 
which he is not responsible, that which he 
cannot overcome. This extension would appear 
to add to the difficulties of defining the meaning 
of the words, but it is nevertheless a natural 
correlative of the meanings which have hitherto 
been read into them. It is interesting to note 
that in the French Civil Code (Art. 1754) inevit- 
able accident—‘‘cas fortuit”—is synonymous 


‘ 


with “force majeure”; and “ casus fortuitus,”’ 
in Roman law, was equivalent to ‘ vis major.” 
In this way the terms seem to at least have a 
common origin. 

In the case of Simmons v. Norton (1831) 7 
Bing., the question in issue was whether 
breaking up ancient pasture was waste, and 
Chief Justice Tindal in a dictum said that if 
the surface of the meadow had been destroyed 
by the eruption of a moss, or if the pasture had 
been destroyed by enemies who landed and dug 
it up, that would have been no waste, but the 
act of God or of a hostile foree—that vis major, 
for which the defendant was held not 
responsible. Lord Mansfield, in Trent and 
Mersey Navigation v. Wood (1785) 4 Doug.. 
said “the act of God is. natural necessity, as 
wind and storms, which arise from natural 
causes, and is distinct from inevitable accident,” 
and the Court held that it did not include injury 
arising “from the conduct of a private man.” 

In the case of Forward v. Pittard (1785) 
1 T.R., Lord Mansfield had, again, to 
deal with this question, which arose out of the 
duties of carriers with regard to the care of 
goods entrusted to them for conveyance, and 
he defined the act of God as “something in 
opposition to the act of man, for everything 
is the act of God that happens by His permission ; 
everything, by His knowledge. But to prevent 
the necessity of going into circumstances 
impossible to be unravelled the law presumes 
against the carrier unless he shows it [the 
damage to the goods] was done by the King’s 
enemies or by such act as could not happen by 
the intervention of man—as storms, lightning, 
and tempests.”’ 

In Nichols v. Marsland (1876) 2 Ex. D., 
the question was whether a person who had 
ornamental pools of water on her land which 
overflowed during an extraordinary rainfall, 
which could not reasonably have been 
anticipated, and injured adjoining property, 
was liable for the damage so caused. Lord 
Justice Mellish stated the distinction between 
the obligation imposed by law and that self- 
imposed by contract thus: “‘The ordinary rule 
of law is that when the law creates a duty, and 
the party is discharged from performing it 
without any default of his own, by the act of 
God or the King’s enemies, the law will excuse 
him ; but when a party, by his own contract, 
creates a duty, he is bound to make it good 
notwithstanding any accident by inevitable 
necessity. . . The duty of keeping the 
water in and preventing its escape is a duty 
imposed by the law, and not one created by 
contract.” The Court held that the defendant 
was entitled to excuse herself by proving that 
the water escaped through the act of God, and 
it decided that this was proved by showing 
that there had been no negligence in the con- 
struction or the maintenance of the reservoirs, 
but that the flood was such an extraordinary 
act of nature that it could not reasonably have 
been anticipated. If, however, the flood which 
caused the damage had not been greater than 
the floods which had happened before, and 
might be expected to occur again, the defendant 
would have had a difficulty in making out 
that she was free from fault. 

In Nugent v. Smith (1875) 1 Com. Pleas, the 
term ‘Act of God” was discussed both in 
the Court of Common Pleas and in the Court of 
Appeal. In the former the Court held that it 
meant “‘such a direct and violent and sudden 
and irresistible act of nature as could not by 
any amount of ability be foreseen would happen, 
or if it could be foreseen that it would happen 

could not by any amount of care and skill be 
resisted, so as to prevent its effect.” The 
Court of Appeal pointed out that it is 
not under all circumstances that inevitable 
accident—*“‘ casus fortuitus”’—arising from the 
act of God will afford immunity ; it will depend 
upon his ability to avert the effects of the 
vis major, and the degree of diligence which he 
is bound to apply to that end; that there are 
two classes of inevitable accident—those which 
are occasioned by the elementary forces of 
nature unconnected with the agency of man or 
other cause, and those which have their origin 
either in acts of commission or omission, of 
nonfeasance or of misfeasance, or in any other 
cause independent of the agency of natural 
forces. The term “act of God” does not 
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apply to the latter class ; and in the former, if 
a disaster occurs after every reasonable care 
has been taken, a condition which gives exemp- 
tion from the act of God comes into operation 
and gives immunity from the effects of such 
vis major as the act of God. There is no 
authority for saying that the vis major must be 
such as ‘‘ no amount of humam care or skill can 
have resisted ” or the injury such as “ no human 
ability could have prevented.” , It is sufficient 
to establish vis major if, in spite of all the care 
that could reasonably be required, the person 
responsible for the delay ,or loss is unable to 
overcome the adverse circumstances. 

Amongst other causes unprecedented rainfall, 
extraordinary flood, frost and snow have been 
held to be acts of God—i.e., unprecedented and 
extraordinary to the extent that no reasonable 
person could anticipate them. 

The question apparently resolves itself into 
one of degree, varying with the circumstances of 
each case, and while the term ‘“ vis major” 
includes ‘‘act of God,” “ force majeure” 
signifies something less than either of them, but 
how much less is not clearly defined by the 
law at the present time, but it must be a 
hindrance of a temporary or complete nature 
<lue to some unforeseen cause which could not 
have been reasonably contemplated when the 
parties entered into the contract. 


LAW REPORTS. 


KinG’s BencH Division. 
(Before Mr. Justice LAWRANCE.) 
Allen and Norris v. Eaton. 

In this case, Messrs. Allen & Norris, 
formerly joinery manufacturers, Wandsworth 
Bridge-road, 8.W., sued Mr, Thomas Eaton, 
builder, Raynes Park, for £1,096 13s. 4d., for 
goods supplied. 

Mr. Compston, K.C., and Mr, Goodman ap- 
peared for the plaintiffs; Mr. Gore-Browne, 
K.C., and Mr. Grimwood Mears were for the 
defendant, 

Mr. Compston, K.C., stated that the plain- 
tiffs claimed the sum of £1,096 13s. 4d. for 
goods sold, and the defendant admitted that 
this sum was due, unless he had been released 
from payment, The onus was on defendant to 
show that there had been this release. 

Mr. Gore-Browne, K.C., stated that de- 
fendant was a builder who had carried on 
extensive building operations at New Malden 
and elsewhere. In 1908 defendant was unable 
to pay promptly and secured an extension of 
time from his creditors, paying 20s. in the 
£. In-1913 the market was not good for the 
disposal of property. He was short of cash in 
that year and unable to pay his debts as they 
arose. A Committee of Inspection was ap- 
pointed, and at a meeting held on June 26, 
1913, which was attended by Mr, Foulds, repre- 
senting plaintiffs, it was decided that there 
should be an equitable charge over the whole 
property to secure the amount due to the 
creditors, and that for a period of twelve 
months defendant should render every sssist- 
ance in the realisation of the estate. If at 
the end of twelve months the creditors did not 
receive 20s. in the £, they should take a con- 
veyance of the outstanding equities, giving the 
defendant a complete discharge. The plain- 
tiffs neither dissented from this arrangement 
nor assented to it, He submitted that this 
arrangement released defendant from the debt 
which was now claimed, 

Evidence in support of counsel’s statement 
was given by Mr. Percy W. Russell, of the 
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firm of Messrs. Russell, Son, & Cumming, 
solicitors to the mortgagees, Old Jewry- 
chambers, who stated that Mr. Foulds, plain- 
tiffs’ representative, attended the meeting at 
which the arrangement was made for dealing 
with the estate, and he assented to the pro- 
posal. The plaintiffs did not sign the form 
of assent. The assignment of the equity was 
not completed. The stamp duty would have 
come to nearly £300, and there was an objec- 
tion amongst the creditors to finding this 
amount, 

Evidence was also given by Mr. Alfred 
George Westacott, accountant, Fenchurch- 
street, E.C., respecting the meeting of the 
Committee on June 26, which he convened. 

Further evidence was given by representa- 
tives of the various creditors as to the decision 
made with regard to dealing with the estate. 

Defendant stated that he was a builder and 
contractor carrying on business at Kingston- 
road, Raynes Park. In June, 1913, he found a 
difficulty in meeting his liabilities: Mr. Westa- 
cott acted as trustee in the matter. He was 
present at a meeting on June 26, 1913, at which 
a proposition was made on his behalf,: anc 
accepted by a committee. “None of the .other 
creditors had repudiated the arrangement, and 
he was on the best of terms with them. He 
had done his best to realise the properties. 

In cross-examination, witness said Mr. 
Westacott was appointed by the creditors. His 
fee was paid by Messrs. Russell, Son, & Cum- 
ming, the solicitors acting for the mortgagees, 
He had done the best he could for his creditors. 
and it was his misfortune that the whole of 
the debts had not been paid. 

Mr. Goodman, for the plaintiffs, submitted 
that no authority had been given to Mr. 
Foulds to act for his firm. There was no 
evidence that Mr. Foulds entered into any 
contract on behalf of his principals. Counsel 
further argued that there had been no release 
of the defendant from his indebtedness to 
plaintiffs, 

Mr. Gore-Browne, K.C., argued at length 
on the points raised, contending that Mr. 
Foulds had full powers to act as representative 
of the plaintiffs in the arrangement made from 
the settlement of the debts. 

Rebutting evidence was given by the plain- 
tiffs, who denied that Mr. Foulds had any 
authority to make any arrangement on their 
behalf, releasing the defendant. 

Mr, Justice Lawrance reserved judgmont. 


Fall of a Patch of Ceiling. 

Some interesting points were raised in a case 
which was heard by Judge Howland Roberts 
and a jury at Clerkenwell County Court. It 
was an action by William Henry Fulbrook, a 
railway worker, of Caversham, Reading, 
against Mary Anne Ward, of the White Swan 
Hotel, High-street, Islington, and Fulbrook 
claimed damages because of injuries caused 
through the fall of a patch of ceiling. 

Plaintiff stated that he went into the hotel 
with his father-in-law, when a _ piece of 
the ceiling fell, striking him between the 
shoulders. He was conveyed on a_police- 
ambulance to St. Bartholomew’s Hospital, and 
subsequently was attended by his own doctor 
at home. He was in bed eight days, and was 
unable to resume work for five weeks. He still 
felt the effects of the bruising of his kack 
and suffered from headaches. 

The father-in-law of plaintiff said he also was 
knocked down by the falling ceiling patch. It 
came down on both of them. Witness was not 
very much hurt, and was able to continue 
work, 

Mr. C. G. Miller, architect, of Chancery- 
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Messrs. Tate-Smith & Henderson, Architects. 
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lane, said he inspected the ceiling last May, 
and, on the instruction of Messrs. Younger & 
Co., brewers, prepared a specification for wash- 
ing off the ceiling, repairing where necessary, 
and applying two coats of paint. The tender 
of Messrs. C. Dearing & Co., Ltd., was 
accepted, and witness made an inspection of 
the work during its progress and after it was 
done. The plaster was perfectly sound, 

Mr. Charles Dearing, of the firm of builders 
and contractors engaged, deposed to supcrin. 
tending the: work. He found no defect what- 
ever in the ceiling. Some of the pieces of 
paper ‘were loose. If.there-had been anything 
wrong witness.would have. noticed it, and it 
would have. been cut out and the ceiling 
repaired. In fact, they could not put tew 
pieces of paper on a defective ceiling. There 
was a considerable amount of heavy traffic 
in High-street, Islington, and undoubtedly this 
would. have some effect on the ceiling, 

In cross-examination by counsel for the 
plaintiff, Mr. Dearing said that in washing ofj 
a ceiling, jf the plaster were unsound or 
bulged, the friction of the brush going over 
it would bring the patch of ceiling down on 
the workman. 

An architect, giving evidence for plaintiff. 
said he had visited the premises that day, and 
found that a portion of the ceiling had been 
restored. Even as restored he did not consider 
it to be a good, sound ceiling. There were 
still signs of bulging. 

Mr. Miller said he certainly did not acree 
that the ceiling was bulging now. The ceiling 
was in a sound condition. 

His Honour put the following question to 
the jury :—‘‘ Ought the defendant, as a reason- 
ably careful occupier, to have known that there 
was danger to people using the public-house 
in consequence of the condition of the 
ceiling? ”’ 

The jury’s reply was in the affirmative, and 
they assessed damages at £15 15s. 

Counsel for defendant submitted on a point 
of law that an occurrence of this kind did 
not show any evidence of negligence, 

His Honour, after reserved consideration of 
the point, replied that there was nothing to 
show any external cause why the ceiling should 
have fallen. As to the suggestion that the 
house was situated in a thoroughfare through 
which much heavy traffic passed, and that 
there was a great dea! of vibration in conse- 
quence, Judge Roberts said that. of course, was 
a matter that had to be considered from the 
point of view of more frequent repair than 
would be necessary in the case of a country 
inn. There was no evidence to show that any 
heavy traffic was passing at the time the ceil- 
ing fell. It fell without any apparent external 
cause. The point was whether on the facts 
proved there was a presumption of negligence. 
and it seemed to his Honour that that pre- 
sumption did arise, and that the jury were 
entitled to find that negligence was proved. 

Judge Roberts then entered judgment for 


£15 15s. and costs, and allowed leave to appeal, 


—_ 


HOUSE, NAIROBI, BRITISH 
EAST AFRICA. 


'’ Tuts house was erected on the golf course of 
the Muthaiga Country Club near Nairobi, for 
the Secretary of the Muthaiga Country Club, 
and it is built of local stone and roofed with 











thatch. The plan is a type extensively used 
in the Protectorate. 

The contractors are Messrs. J. Cook & Co, 
of Nairobi, and the architects were Messrs. — 
Smith & Henderson, of Nairobi, B.E.A., 9 
Kampala, Uganda. 
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Thanks to Pudlo! 














ABSENT .DAMPCOURSES. _ Render: inside the 
building with Pudloed Cement. This is much less costly than cutting 
out and inserting blue bricks or lead. It also gives a dry wall much 
quicker because of the time necessary for the moisture left in the 
wall to evaporate when a dampcourse is inserted. 


ROUGH CAST. The unevenness of rough cast holds moisture, 


so that we probably receive more orders for Pudlo to cure such walls than for 
any other purpose. No rain can penetrate a Pudloed cement. rough cast. 


BEAUTIFUL BRICKWORK and stonework need not be covered 
with a cement rendering. Specify Pudlocd cement to be used imside. It may be finished witha -inch 
coating of Keenes or Parian. 


BRITISH !—(It always has been British). 


Manufactured by Kerner-Greenwood & Co., St. Ann’s, King’s Lynn. 
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“John Bulls’ Virtues. 


1. He is “ John Bull ’’—and all BRITISH. 


2. He is made of cast-iron—and less susceptible to 
corrosion than w ought. 


3. He is always equally useful—whether in a 
con-ervatory or dwelling-house, church or 
hospital, etc. 

4. He is made in sections—and can get into 


awkward places. 


5. He grows in proportion to the need—as further 
sections can be added. 


6. He makes the best of misfortunes—sections 
split by frost, or worn out, can be replaced 


separately. 
He always gives. satisfaction—because he’s the 


Best or Boilers. 





Write to-day for “John Bull” Catalogue, Series B. 


Heating’ Specialists : : 


Jones & Attwood, Ltd., STOURBRIDGE. 

















UPDRAUGHT COWL. 


(PATENT APPLIED FOR.) 


British Made. 








THE ONLY UNSIGHTLY 
POSITIVE CURE SMOKE STACKS 

FOR ENTIRELY 
SUPERSEDED. 


SMOKY CHIMNEYS. 





Sectional B.—With Double Flange to fit on 


A.—With Single F1 inge to fit 
Chimney Stack. 


on existing Chimney Pot. View. 

Builders’ Merchant and Ironmonger knows that there are Cowls which will cure Smoky Chimneys under certain 

conditions, but the Updraught Cowl will cure any down draught, no matter what the position of the chimney or the angle of the 

wind may be. It will do more than this ; it will convert any down draught into a positive up draught. It is absolutely positive 

in action. Can be fixed on existing Chimney Pots or Stacks without any alterations or additions, consequently the Chea pest 
Smoke Preventer on the market. Twelve inches clearance for the sweep instead of none, as in most. other‘cowls. 


No Revolving Parts. No Oil Required. No Objectionable Squeaking. Made in Lead-Coated or Galvanised Steel and Terra-Cotta to suit all Chimneys. 


Models may be inspected and. tested, and terms will be quoted upon application to the Patentees and Manufacturers : 


The UPDRAUGHT COWL SYNDICATE, Lid., 


Every 








13, GERRARD STREET, LONDON, W. Telephone No. : Regent 3131. 
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THE BUILDING TRADE. 


MATERIALS. 


UST as the painter uses colours and canvas 

as the means, or vehicle, through which he 

e expresses his ideas, so the architect uses 
brick and stone. Itis true that the architect also 
uses paper and pencil, but only as the readiest 
means of conveying his intentions with regard to 
the manipulation and disposition of the materials 
which compose his medium. Much of the 
success of our best recent architecture, especially 
in domestic work, is due to the great attention 
paid to the selecting of the materials as regards 
weathering qualities, texture and colour, and 
also to the manner in which they are legitimately 
allowed to influence the design. Local 
materials and local traditional methods of 
construction are adopted as far as possible in 
order that the work may seem to fit its position 
naturally and harmonise with the surrounding 
buildings. In a stone country stone is appro- 
priate for roof as well as for walls. Ina red clay 
country one looks no less naturally for the tiled 
roof. Some districts possess both of these 
geological characteristics, but speaking generally 
we have stone and slate in the north and west, 
and bricks, tiles and roughcast in the south, or, 
where timber is plentiful, half-timber work ; 
or we may find weather-boarding frequently 
employed, as in Essex and elsewhere. Where old 
buildings have to be pulled down the old tiles, 
ete., are frequently incorporated in the new work 
with good effect. Many examples of this are 
to be seen round the interesting old town of 
Rye in Sussex. Most brickwork and tilework 
as used at the present time lack both texture 
and colour. The bricks are too thick and the 
tiles too thin, and both are too perfectly uniform 
in shape and colour. At the same time the 
number of manufacturers who are making a 
speciality of small hand-made sand-faced bricks 
and tiles of good quality is increasing. These, 
with their variations of form and colour, caused 
by inequalities of firing, etc., and with a surface 
that is soon toned down by the action of the 
weather, are now being extensively employed. 
Pantiles, instead of plain tiles, have lately been 
much used by architects in domestic buildings 
with pronounced success. With regard to 
colour in bricks and tiles, this should result 
naturally from the foundation colour in the clay 
itself so far as the main effect is concerned ; but it 
can be varied to a limited extent by the use of 
sand and by using different sands for moulding, 


and by judicious firing distinct shades of colour’ 


can be produced in the same kiln. This is’ 
much better than obtaining effects by the use of 
pigments, even if the immediate appearance is 
not so pleasing. Joints in brickwork should be 
thick, and the mortar flushed up and spreading 
a little over the edges .of the bricks. Even in 
masonry it is a mistake to cut or line the joints, 
as a lot of unnecessary labour is expended to 
produce a hard effect which takes from the 
solidity and dignity of the wall. With regard 
to this point, Ruskin says, ‘‘ Masonry is always 
bad which appears to have arrested the attention 
of the architect more than absolute conditions of 
strength require. Nothing is more contemptible 
in any work than an appearance of the slightest 
desire on the part of the builder to direct 
attention to the way its stones are put together, - 
or of any trouble taken either to show or to 
conceal it more than was rigidly necessary.” | 
Slates do not readily yield to Nature’s colouring ; 
the rougher and thicker they are, the better. 
Welsh slates look altogether admirable in their 
own country—particularly the grey varieties— 
when the walls are of stone or whitewashed. 
> Tg Westmorland slates are well known for 
their beauty, but even urple Bangor slates, 
when quarried thick i rough and not too 
regular, if mixed with other shades of Bangor 
een, and set and pointed in white mortar, 
ook quite well, particularly over grey or white 
walls. Valley tiles, and the modern method of 
Cutting the slates in a hard, straight line to lead 
valley gutters, will never produce a beautiful 
roof. A gentler, wider sweep is required, which 
can only be obtained by the old way of laying 
sodinacy slates or tiles on a curve, or by usi 
tes — wage ie is unfortunate that 
, 1 18 not more widely used, especially for 
ay buildings. There are few lovelier " 
al things than a thatched English cottage or» 


farmstead. Not only on the ground of beauty 
may the use of thatch be advocated, it is also 
a very good non-conductor of heat; conse- 
quently, it is warm in winter and cool in summer, 
and so, well adapted for small buildings with 
bedrooms in the roof. Apart from the question 
of cost the objections to thatch are that it 
harbours vermin and that it is inflammable. 
As regards vermin, a dressing of corrosive 
sublimate is a protection against fleas, etc., 
and there are several effective methods of 
fireproofing same. In the use of ordinary 
timber it is wise, in its treatment, to aim at 
securing a suggestion of those natural graces 
which belonged to its living existence as a tree, 
but in the case of special timbers we may decide 
to give up this beauty for that of a kind that 
can only be shown by a high degree of finish. 

With regard to the treatment of material, 
the aim should be to so use it that it may 
sacrifice the least possible amount of its natural 
characteristic qualities, and that only so far as 
may be necessary to enable it to perform its 
required functions in the structure. This was 
always understood in old work. In this 
connection we may quote the late F. W. Moody : 
“ All arts are simpler at their beginning and, 
so far, often better than they are at a later 
period, when a stern severity gives way to 
finish, the result of better tools and work- 
manship, and perhaps not a little desire to 
show them off.” 


ARCHITECTS’ QUANTITIES. 


We have received the following communica- 
tion from Mr. A. G. White, the Secretary of 
the National Federation of Building Trades 
Employers of Great Britain and Ireland :— 

“Under the above title your issue of April 
30 had a leader, wherein views were expressed 
that :— 

“An architect taking out his own quantities 
undoubtedly tends to economy.” | ' 

“The taking out of quantities is admirable 
training for an architect. For before he can 
complete his quantities, if he does them 
efficiently, every point of construction has to 

mastered.”’ 

“The architect practising in a small town 
finds himself not only competent to take out his 
own quantities, but practically compelled to do 
so, for there is no quantity surveyor within ney 
reach, and, moreover, it ig a branch of wor 
which he could ill afford to abandon.” | 

“In conceiving a os @ especially if it be of 

a large and complica building, it is impos- 
sible to forsee everything; not infrequently the 
poupacation of the drawings has to be pus 
orward at erpress s and it becomes 
impossible to digest the whole matter 
thoroughly. The result is that during the 
process of erection various changes are found 
desirable.” 
_ “Then in the settlement of accounts, in deal- 
ing with extras and deductions, the architect is 
in a better position to deal with the builder if 
he ig hig own quantity surveyor than if he has 
to negotiate through a third party,” | 

“The balance of advantages springi from 
architects’ quantities is so considerably in 
favour of the employer that it is curious to find 
@ growing disposition on the part of public 
bodies to appoint an outside surveyor for their 
work,” 

As the National Federation of Building 
Trades Employers is strongly of the opinion 
that all quantities for building work should be 
taken out by a qualified quantity surveyor, and 
has long maintained the view that the taking- 
out of quantities by architects is a mistake and 

leads to inconvenience, losses and disputes, 
perhaps I may be allowed to put shortly the 
other side of what, to builders, is the very 
important question of well-drawn, complete 
and accurate bills of quantities. 

The experience of builders, especially in the 
provinces, is that it is true that some provincial 
architects find the taking-out of quantities a 
branch of work which they can ill afford to 
abandon, but it is rarely true that such men are 
competent to do so. Their quantities are 
amateurish, they lump things together under 
a verbal description and shirk taking out 
the work in detail, thus imposing upon the 
estimator work which ought to be done, and 
is done, by all pommuaten quantity surveyors ; 
they do not give labour items in sufficient 
detail, and omit many necessary items of cost. 

The-consequence is- that, so far from the 
architect taking out his own quantities tending 





to economy, the reverse is the case. The 
estimator either supplies the deficiencies of the 
architect’s quantities and prices so as to cover 
them, or he deliberately takes the architects 
quantities au pied de la lettre, and insists 
that the quantities are made part of the 
contract so that later on he can obtain, as extras, 
payment for the details which have been omitted 
from the quantities. This is why, in the 
geen the form of contract issued by the 

.I.B,A, in agreement with the Institute of 

Builders and the National Federation is mainly 
used, whereas in London, where the quantities 
are usually supplied by competent surveyors, the 
R.I.B,A. form most in demand is that wherein 
the quantities do not form part of the contract. 
This statement is verifiable by the sales of the 
respective kinds of form, is incontestable and 
plainly shows that contractors place a confi- 
dence in the quantities supplied by competent 
surveyors which they deny to those which 
emanate from architects and also from surveyors, 
of which there are many in the provinces, who 
do not take out accurate quantities and do not 
guarantee them, as many London surveyors do, 
The writer of the article in question says of the 
architects’ quantities, “if he does them 
efficiently every part of the construction has 
to be mastered.”’ In the experience of the 
builder the architect does not do them 
efficiently. Moreover, the writer also says 
later on, “In conceiving a design, etc., it is 
impossible to foresee everything,” which is 
true, and, therefore, ‘‘ the result is that during 
the —_ of erection various changes are 
found desirable.”’ It is in making those changes 
and adjusting the quantities to suit, that the 
full value of an accurate and complete set of 
quantities is brought out. By its means the 
value of such variations can be equitably 
adjusted between the interests concerned—viz., 
those of the building owner and the contractor, 
and the very raison détre of the contract 
and the quantities is that thdse interests should 
be equitably adjusted. 

The contractor’s dissent entirely from the 
proposition that in dealing with variations the 
architect is in a better position to deal with the 
builder if he is his own quantity surveyor, 
provided always that the intention is to deal 
equitably. If the architect is his own quantity 
surveyor he will, in dealing with variations, be 
arbitrating upon his own errors of omission or 
commission in the preparation of the quantities, 
and eminent legal opinion exists for saying that 
no man can equitably do that. 

The experience of contractors is that the 
architect is fairer in his decisions on such 
questions when he has had nothing to do with 
the preparation of the quantities. 

There is, besides, the matter of delay in the 
settlement of accounts when the work is 
completed, which is a burning question in the 
provinces and the chief cause of such dis- 
satisfaction as exists with the R.I.B.A. form of 
contract. Where the architect is his own 
quantity: surveyor delay in settling accounts is 
very common. He has generally got new 
work coming forward as well as work in 
progress, which occupies his attention to 
such an extent that he cannot find time to go 
into accounts. 

The growing disposition of public bodies to 
employ outside surveyors seems due mainly to 
the causes given above, which operate in the 
case of their own officials just as they do in the 
case of architects, besides which the ever 
extending activities of such bodies engross so 
fully the time of their officials that it is necessary 
to delegate this work.’’ 


BUILDERS’ CLERKS’ 
BENEVOLENT INSTITUTION. 


Tue thirty-seventh annual dinner of this 
Institution was held on Tuesday last week at 
the Holborn Restaurant. Mr. F. Higgs (the 
President) was in the chair, and there was an 
attendance of close upon 300, which included 
Messrs. C. Harrison Townsend, F.R.I.B.A.., 
E. J, Strange; E. H. Selby, E. J. Hill, B. C. 
Aldous, C. J. Healing, J. B. Attfield, 8. C. 
Baker, F. A. Payne, E. A. Ullman, D, Middle- 
miss, G: H; Parker, H: F. Higgs, Alan Paull, 
KP., F:S.1., W. F. Wallis, A: C. Ellis, H. W. 
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RATES OF WAGES IN THE BUILDING TRADE. 


Tue following are the present rates of wages in the Building Trade in the principal 
towns of England and Wales. It must be understood that, while every endeavour is made 
to ensure accuracy, we cannot be responsible for errors that may occur ;— 






































































° Plas- 
Car- Masons’ ° 
—_— Masons, penters, R Slaters, = La- mga sg 
oiners, bourers, bourers. | bourers, 
Fa 
d, d, d. . rf > 
Aberdare ........ 9 9 9 
A gton 10 9 9 9 6 
Altrincham ,;:""' 9 10. 10 10 6 6 
Ashton-under-Lyne 10 10 10 10 6 7 
arnsley ...).... 9 9 9 9 7 7 
Barrow-in-Furness 9 9. 9} 7 7 
SET seccass... 9 9 9 6 6 
.. Race 8 8 8 5 5 
Bedford ....°""" 8 8 9 5 5 
Birkenhead . ..;’ 11 11 7 7 
Birmingha 11 10} . ~ 
Fsbop Auckland 9 9 6 6} 
lackburn .,.,._ 108 . & : 
Blackpool ,, ;; |.’ 
Bolton i Spee 10 10 6-7 6-7 
Bournemouth | 8} 8} 6 6 
Bradford .,,.° °°" 10 10 7 7 
Bridgwater .:.:*' 64 6} 4 ad 
Brighton .,..°. °° 9 8 6 6 
Bristol .,,.../ °°" 10} 10} 74 74 
Burnley .......°°° 10 9 9. 7 7 
Burton-on-Trent a 9 9 8 6} 6} 
i Se pe 10 10 9 6 6 
Cambridge .;:"*’ 9 9} 7 6 6 
Canterbury whe eee 8 83-9 6 5 5 
eps: 9 9} 8 7 7 
Chatham ,... °°" ’ 8 9 7 6 6 
Chelmsford .;:'*’ 8 7} 6 5 6} 
Cheltenham . . | *’ of 8} 8 6 6 
Chester ...,../° °° 9 9 $i} 5 5. 
Chesterfield ..:)” 9 8 5 
Colchester ,,.. |" ** 8 9 6 5 
+S ae ee 10} 10} 8 7 
Ree: 7 7 5 
Darlington ...° °° 9 8} 63 + 
_.., SAE Rae 9 8 of 
Doncaster ,,.. "|" 9 8 6 
ET wetisge,., 8 7 54 
Durham... ,.;-."' 9 8 6 
East Glamorgan 
and Monmouth. 9} 8} 6} 
shire Valleys... , 
oy 8 7 7 5 5 5 
Folkestone ,; **' 8} 8} 6 6 6 
vias 8 8} 6 6 6 
eth Sasordse 8 7 5 5 5 
PS drevis pia oe _ 0} 7 7 7 
Tr bane Sie “9 8 7 7 7 
8 8 5 5 _ 
(I - : a oy A 
9 6 
9 10 7 7 7 
8} : 6} 54 St 
8 
10. 7 it 
8 5 5 5 
10 5 6 6 
9 9 6 6 6. 
10 10 74 7 7, 
9} 7 7 7 
9 6 5 6 
11 11 7 7 7 
9 5} 54 
11 1s, 8 8 
9 5 5 
9} 5 5 
9 9 6 6 
10 10 6} 7 
8 8} 6 _ 
Merthyr Tydfil... 9 9 64 
Middlesbrough ae 9 10 7 7 7 
Newcastle-on-Tyne, 10} 10 7t 7: 
Newport, Mon... ed 10 10 10 7 7 7 
Northampton Pe 9 8 g 6 6 6; 
Norwich .,,..° °° 8 8 8} 5 5} 
Nottingham .:*** 10 10 9 7 8 
.  eeeatee. 10 10} 9 7 7 
ROPE ded, 9 9 8 9 64 6 
Plymouth .. .::**: 9 9 9 6 6 ef 
Pontypridd ;: °°": of 9 6 
Portsmouth |; | °° 9 — 8} 7 7 
Preston ...... °° °° 10 10 9} 6 62 
Reading... ./°/"*" 8 9 _ 6 6 
Rochdale .. °°" **' 10 10} 8} ? 74 
Ochester .,.... °° 8 9 9 6 6 
Ree Shy 9} 9} : 8 6 6 
St. Albans, .:/°**' 9 9 9 6 6} 
St. Helens...) °° *' 9 9} 9} 6 6 
Scarborough |: *!*’ 9 8 7 7 
heMeld .,...°°° 10 9 9} 9 6} 6 
Shrewsbury | °""" 8 _ 8 5 5 
Southampton *:**’ 8 9 — 9 of 6 
Southend-on-Sea | 9 9 P’cework 9 6 6 
Southport ..... °° 10 10 9} 64 
South Shields eax 10 +10} 10 8} 7 7 
Stockport ..../:"° 10 10 9 10 63-7 7 
Stockton-on-Tees \.” 9 10 10 10 7 7 
ke-on-Trent. vue 9 9 ss 8 6 _ 
Stroud ....../°°' 7 7 7 at 5 5 
Sunderland |‘ ***' 10 10 10 9 6 7 
Swansea,..../'**’ 9} 9 8} 9 of 6 
Taunton ./)°""' 7 ~ 6 4} 4 
Torquay ..../°"° 8 8 8 8 6 6 
Wakefield." ""** 9 94 8 9 7 7 
aleall ..5...5:.° 9 8 9 6} ef 
Warrington = *‘*.* 8} 9} 8 94 6 6-6 
ws Bromwich 10 10 — 9 7 7 
oc a TRESS : 10 10 9 9 7 7 
Windsor... . °° °°** of 6 


Wolverham ton .. 9 9 
Worcester : ° i ' 
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Gorringe Dudley Bartlett, C. H. Mabey, C. F 
Blomfield, T. |. Wilson, A. Ritchie, ‘A. ¢ 
White, and John Austin (Secretary). 
Following the usual loyal and Patriotic 
toasts, which were received with great en 
thusiasm, the President Proposed the toast of 


Institution.” “Phe Institution was, he said, 
founded to benefit clerks connected with th, 


employers could afford to Bive them. He 
had had the Pleasure of knowing man excel]. 
lent clerks, and he believed many builders 
Present could say the same. When compensa. 


nately the exigencies of the business did not 
Permit of builders Paying them a Princely 
salary, If a clerk got £4 or £5 a week he 
was one of the Princes; the average salary 
was not more than 30s. ‘or 40s., and it Was 
impossible for him to set aside enough mncney 
out of that to Provide for old age. That Instj. 
tution was started forty-nine years ago to 
afford permanent relief by Way of Pensions 
and for giving tem orary help to deserving 
Cases. From smal] eginnings it had grown 
to a society Of considerable dimensions, but 
unfortunate y the income did not increase as it 


raise some £ @ year. The annual subscrip. 
tions Produced about £170 a year, which left 
£480 to be raised by specia] appeal. There 
was a@ question as to whether they should hold 
the dinner this year, but Personally he was 
glad that they had decided to carry on ag 
usual, and although he admitted that the many 
claims arising out of the war rendered the 
time rather difficult for appealing, judging 
from the flow of charity which had been such 
@ feature of the past few months he was con. 
fident that he would receive a good response, 


power, and, if Possible, double what they had 
intended to give, 

Mr. W. F. Wallis Proposed “The Architects 
and Surveyors,” which was responded to by 
Mr. ©. Harrison Townsend, F.R.I.B.A.. and 
Mr. Alan Paull, J.P.. FST. The toast of 
“The Builders and Builders’ Merchants "’ was 
proposed by Mr. Godfrey Sykes, and acknow- 
edged by Mr. E. J. Strange (President of the 
Institute of Builders) and Mr. A. Ritchie. The 
ealth of the President was cordially drunk on 
the proposition of Mr, G. 7. Parker, one of 
the Past-Presidents. 

At the close of the evening the Chairman 
announced that the donations received in con- 
nection with the dinner had amounted to £244 
as against £304 last year, and, amid applause, 

€ announced hig Intention of contributing 
another £50, raising the total to £294. 


PROPOSED NEW BUILDINGS 
AND OTHER WORKS.* 


IN these lists care js taken to ensure the 
accuracy of the information given, but it may 
occasionally happen that, Owing to building 
Owners taking the responsibility of commencing 
work before plans are finally approved by the 
local authorities, ** proposed ”? works, at the 
time of publication, have been actually com- 
menced, Abbreviations :—T.C. for Town 
Council ; U.D.C. for Urban District Council; 
R.D.C. for Rural District Council; E.C. for 
Education Committee ; L.G.B. for Local 
Government Board; BG. for Board of 
Guardians ; L.C.C. for London County Council: 

-C. for Borough Council ; and P.C. for Parish 
Council, Ceieeteninn 


-—Plans passed by R.D.C. :—House, 
Ashley-green Mr. N. A, Rew; house, Oakway, 
Amersham, Mr. H. Kennard; ‘houses. Drobese- 
€rove, Chalfont St. Peter, Mr. E. by Be ; 
additions to schools, Copperkins-lane, Chesham 
Bois, Mr. W. Gomm. 

* See also our list of Competitions, Contracts, etc. 
on page 455, 
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Ampthill.—Plans passed by R.D.C, for two 
cottages at Houghton Conquest for Mr. J. 
Garton, and some additions to two cottages at 
Upper Gravenhurst for Messrs. F. & G. Fisher. 

Bedwelty.—The U.D.C. are applying to the 
L.G.B. for sanction to borrow £3,000 for exten- 
sions to the Gasworks, 5: 

Bridlington.—Plans passed:—Deposited by 
Mr. M. B, Parkin, of coal store at the laundry, 
Applegarth-lane, for Mr. T. A, Myers; deposited 
by Mr. W. Lamb, of alterations and additions 
to No. 4,. Ashbourne-avenue, for Mr. Horsley; 
deposited by Mr, C. F. Johnson, of a house at 
| the corner of St. John’savenue East and 
Borough-road, for Mr. C, F. Johnson; deposited 

by Mr. M. B. Parkin, of two houses in Marine- 
| drive for Mr. Lane. . : 

Bury.—The Sewering, Paving, and Streets 

Committee have approved of a plan of eight 
cottages and an amended plan of church and 
schools submitted by the Trustees of the 
Chesham British Schools. : 

Bushey.—Plans for twelve houses in Bourne- 
hall-road for Messrs. Clark Bros. have been 
passed by the U.D.C, 

Coalville—Mr. J. Wootton has offered £1,000 
towards the provision of a cottage hospital. 

Colne.—The L.G.B. have given authority to 
the T.C. to prepare a town-planning scheme in 
respect of an area of 877 acres. The area, which 
is chiefly agricultural, and distributed among 
twenty-two separate owners, includes a con- 
siderable amount of property on the north side 
of North Valley-road, Judge Fields, purchased 
by the Corporation for a recreation ground, and 
also the sewage works of the Corporation. — 

Croydon.—An application for permission to 
prepare a town-planning scheme for an area 
800 acres in the Beaulah Hill district of 
Croydon has been the subject of a L.G.B. 
inquiry. “here was no opposition, except in the 
form of an intimation from the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners that y did not wish 150 acres 
belonging to them to be included. as they ‘had 
already decided that its development should be 
on town-planning lines. Plans passed :—Mr. 
J. E. Ashby, motor-omnibus garage, Brighton- 
road; Messrs. Paish, Tyler, & Crump, thirty-six 
houses, Craigen-avenue, : 

Earby.—Plans passed for weaving-shed for the 
Rostle Top Shed Company in_Colne-road; for 
four dwelling-houses for Mr. Geo, Feather, of 
Barnwood; and house for Mr. Wm. Wormwell. 

Enniskillen.—A report on the tuberculosis 
scheme recommending for the site of a new 
sanatorium 4 acres belonging to Mrs. Stewart, 
at Enniskillen, been adopted by the Fer- 
manage C.C. Professor Scott, of Dublin, has 
been appointed architect. 

Garstang.—Plans passed by_R.D.C. :—House 
at Chestnut House Farm, Pilling, for Mrs. 
Hodgkinson; alterations at a cottage in Forton 
for Rev. J. J. Blackoe; two cottages and a stable 
at Cabus; a new shippon, dutch barn, and 
middenstead at Foxhouses, Wyresdale; shippon 
and dutch barn at Springfield Farm, Scorton; 
new piggeries at Wyresdale Park for Lieut.-Col. 
Ormrod; shippon and other alterations at Barn- 
acre, for Mr. Robinson; new portico at Win- 
marleigh Hill for Mrs. Beddaway; and altera- 
tions for Mr. J. Lancaster. 

Glasgow.—Linings granted by_ the Dean of 
Guild Court :—Messrs, Ewing & Co., Camlachie 
Bone Works, Broad-street, and Mr. Andrew 
Macdonald, manufacturing chemist, to erect 
buildings on subjects at Broad-street; Mr. 
David Willox, chemical manufacturer, West- 
muir-street, Parkhead, to erect a chemical! 
factory on subjects in Westmuir-street; Bridge- 
gate United Free Church, per Mr. William A. 
Hay and another on_ behalf of the Deacons’ 
Court, to erect a church hall with the necessary 
offices at Dixon-road, Govanhill; Messrs. P 
W. M‘Lellan, Clutha Works, to make an exten- 
sion to the existing template shop within their 
works in Govan; Messrs. Fleming Brothers, 
structural engineers, 65, Bath-street, to erect a 
structural shop at St. Rollox (West) Dept, 
Caledonian Railway Company, Pinkston-road ; 
Mesere, F. & R. Kelso, amusement caterers, 11, 
nmaica-street, to make internal alterations on 
the first floor at 11, Jamaica-street, and 195, 
Argyle-street. 

_Golear.—Plans for new gasworks for the Long- 
wood and Slaithwaite Gas Company have been 
approved by the U.D.C. 
aplterme Bay.—The Kent E.C. have passed 
b nd; for a special subjects’ building, containing 
an my room. wood store, domestic eubjects’ 


Hornsey. — Plans passed :—Conversion of 
i, ed into dwelling-house at Hornsey-mews, 
ia by Mr. John Farrer; detached , 
we ne house in Stormont-road, Highgate. by 
adr. Valter Quennell, Hampstead-lane; dweliing- 
ving in ,Rectory-gardens, Hornsey, by rs. 
ym & Son, Leith-road, Wood Green; one 
Ge ing-house in Tregaron-avenue. Stroud 
yee by Mr. Harold Baily, The Broadway. 
_ End; office and store at the rear of 
Har. ; Clarendon-road, North Harringay, by Mr. 
deve Baily. Plans for six houses in Laure- 
Een ond. Muswell Hill, for Mr. E. A. Lewis. of 

nt Finchley, are before the Council. 

- Anchester.—Plans passed by R.D.C. :—House 
Wilko et fon My. k: Sionaneees 5 aopee at 

Ks-hill for ._J. Armstrong; ee houses 

at Victorin-terrace, Lanchester, for Mr. F. Ward. 
in New ans of engineering works. offices. etc. 
= eg itle-road, for the Churnel Valley En- 
UDC.” Company have been approved by the 
Lianelly —Plans 

“Sty waged passed by T.C. :—Two houses, 
Trinit road. for Messrs, Shoesmith & Davies; 
Harsien  U8e%, On Cilfig Estate for Mr. J. B. 
Dy. hogieht houses at Tyisha-road. for Mr. 
London.—The L.C.C. h 

as . _44.0.C, have consented to the 
Miter. of buildings on the south side of 
of \ reet. Wandsworth, on the application 


Company” 13 2oRe & Sons, for the Projectile 
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Lutterworth. — New. warehouse at Wycliffe Yeovil.—Five houses, Sherborne-road, Mr. J, 
“Soak ld.—P1 assed by T.C.:—PI oF h 
ansfield.—Plans y T.C. :—Pleasley ork.—Four ouses in Chestnut ° 

and Pleasley Hill rative Society, seven Mesers. De Birgh Bros. ; carat: oe 
houses, New England, Pleasley Hill; Harwood 4 | 
mae ny ie rage Pe ly GENERAL BUILDIN 

en ; Mr. L. L. Bright, one house, The . 
Rock; Mr. A. Oakley, alteration and. addition L. G NEWS 
to premises, West-gate; Grammar School 
Governors, addition to house, Chesterfield-road ; SCHOOLS, PINNER. 
Mr. H. James, six houses, Dallas-street; Mr. In reference to the paragraph which ap- 
= Sqnwood, Workshop. ottee. ght, ctore- peared in our last issue in connection with the 
two ta fant gap Mody Roeabinall-cend: ‘Rein: additional dormitory buildings, playrooms, 
worth. vate etc., which are being provided at the Com- 

Portrush.—A L.G.B. inquiry has been held mercial Travellers’ Schools, Pinner, we are 
concerning the application of the U.D.C. for requested to state that the glazed bricks used 
sanction to a loan for oxtensing the water supply. in these buildings were supplied by Messrs. 
PR ay ited af oy Ry Bees _ wie: Rufford & Co., Ltd., Stourbridge, and Snow- 
leuslas Oceans, £4d hill, London. 

























































































Rugby.—Plans by -D.C. :—Messrs. TRADE NEWS. 
veto ©, Robinaca. 5 gp ney phous. _ We understand that in some quarters there 


Park-road; Mr. R. Brereton, for motor-shed, 3 an idea that the firm of Messrs. Rogers, 
Vicarage-road; Messrs. Rudman & Co., for show- Welch, & Co., Ltd., 26, Page-street, West- 
room at rear of premises, 201, Railway-terrace; minster, S.W., who are the proprietors of 
Messrs. G. W. & F. Varney, for five houses with ‘“Prufit.” are eith G ’ 
rade hitch “dead ta tieicnemae i : “ae either Germans or connected 
wer Bros., for house roe aed; is M ™\ With a German-owned company. Such an im- 
Cleaver, for house, Caldecott-street; Mr. W. H. a th ee “% pony 
Linnell, for two houses, Murray-road. lue to the fact that they had obtain a 
cnushgen.—F iene panes Farm buildings. — from the Board . Trade to work the 
‘our ate, . A. Sanders; factory, Portland- erman-owned tent hi ** Coeresit ” 
road, Messrs. A. Sargent & Son; factory, Oakley- w eg reese he pte “ Corenit 
road, Messrs, Allebone & Sons, Lid.; two houses x ioe h, A —e ey Cor have 7 right 

, . , Aa, * to use the trade mark “ Ceresit,” they are 
Dect sues, a cpt three" houses, calling their product “ Prufit” to ensure that 
Shepstead.—Two,, cottages, _ Sullington-road, no a, ae accrue a. the ee ae 
or r. t . . and for extension to material is being manufactured in England 
factory for Messrs. J. & C. an, : (Ceresit was made in Germany), and they have 
Southend.—Plans passed :—Two houscs, Chalk- had deali , ; . 

2 ad no dealings whatever with any Germans 

well Park-drive, Mr. S. E. Arnold; one house 
Westiminster-drive, ur OW. c. Grofiler; > Oe German-owned company. 
ouses, wlish-drive. Messrs. Emery Bros.; two- >< 
houses, Silverdaleavenue, Mr. C. Barham; six 





houses, Albion-road. r. F. W. Taylor; one 

house, Woodfield-road, Mr. 8. Wiltshire; shops PANELLING AT FROGNAL, 
and. flate, Eastern Esplanade, Mr. G, Bedwell ; NEAR CHISLEHURST. 
business premises, Southchurch-road, Messrs, A. ; 7 

& F. Keddie; two houses and shop, Beauford- OnE of the most important sales since the 


street, Mr. T. Matthews; bungalow, Elmsleigh- war started will be the collection of Lord 


drive, Mr. E. lL. Albasing; four houses, Sydney, Chamberlain to Queen Victoria, which 


ingen, Ee Skat oe is to be sold in June in the old Mansion of 


Western ‘-: . , 

house, Albion-road, Mr. G. Ford. ' Frognal, near Chislehurst. The sale, which 
Stowmarket.—Plans passed for warehouse in will occupy twelve days, will be followed a 

Bury-street for Mr, Tydeman. little later by the auction of the old house and 


Swansea.—The Waters and Sewers Committee - - 
have decided to ask the L.G.B. for their guid- lands of nearly 1,800 acres, which have been in 
ance before accepting the tender for the Treboeth the same family for some hundreds of years. 


drginage Bqhpme. tect of the Hants E.C. has An interesting feature is the ancient carved 
bean inettentea ta Be 1 with the plans for a Chestnut panelling of the inner hall, which is 
new council school. included in the furniture sale. The free 


Woking.—Plans passed by U.D.C.:—Mr. W. treatment of the carving in the fine cornice 


— eee i a Sena and frieze are shown in the accompanying 
motor garage at Woodham-road. illustration. 


BR i ot aa hl ew a te a A ARNE SCN Be. = 


NE SES TR TO NT ee: 





; [Photo: R. L. Warham, 
Chestnut Panelling at Frogna!. 
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. Dip‘ych Altar Card. 
Designed and executcd by Mr. W. H. Cowlishaw for St. Hugh’s Church, Letchworth. (See page 453 ) 
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[ILLUMINATED ALTAR CARDS 
FOR ST. HUGH’S CHURCH, 
LETCHWORTH, HERTS. 


Two beautiful altar cards have recently been 
executed by Mr. W. H. Cowlishaw, who practises 
as an architect, for St. Hugh’s Church, 
Letchworth. 

Dealing first with the versal capitals, these 
are written in gold, together with the outliuing 
border rose decoration. In the triptych the 
capitals have the fifteen mysteries of the rosary 
symbolised in diaper form in the background, 
executed in gold, on a lapis-lazuli coloured 
ground. Those in the side cards have Lenten 
lily diaper patterns, emblematic of the time of 
the year when the work was in process of 
completion, namely, in Easter, 1914. 

The plants represented in the tasteful border 
work include the vine, wheat, briar rose, and 
shamrock, all being freely treated, though their 
natural characteristics are strictly maintained. 
Gold is the treatment for the corn in the lower 
margin, as well as the cross. 

The writing of the cards has been done with 
a slanted quill pen, on Roman vellum in a style 
based on the uncial writing of the seventh 
century. In the writing of the prayers the 
medium used has been Chinese black ink, the 
rubrics at the beginning of them being done in 
Chinese vermilion; whilst the letters and 
writing, to be seen but faintly in the reproduc- 
tion—such as the capitals to “‘ Deus, Pater,” 
etc., and part of the Creed,’ beginning at the 
words et homo, are in gold. 

In regard to the decorative outlines, all of 
them are executed with a fine-cut quill pen in 
black, lapis-lazuli, white and vermilion inks, 
filled in with a fine brush with. oxide of 
een vermilion, lapis-lazuli, white and 
gold. 
There is a distinctive note about the work 
of each panel ; yet there is a complete sense of 
harmony through the medium of the cleverly- 
executed border designs, The delicacy of 
treatment in the triptych, with the centre cross 
entwined in the meshes of the tree”sprays, 
calls for, praise. 
work of this kind will be attempted by Mr. 
Cowlishaw. 

A word of commendation is also due to Mr. 
R. C. Price, of Letchworth, who was responsible 
for the metalwork. The frames are of dark 
bronze metal, with supporting angels in 
oxidised silver at the lower corners, as well as 
one at the centre of the head of the triptych. 
The whole is mounted on mahogany panels, 
which slide into the frames, these latter being 
under glass. 


eel 


HYDE ELEMENTARY AND 
SPECIAL STANDARD 
SCHOOL COMPETITION. 


Aw interesting competition of some import- 
ance to the profession has just been decided at 
Hyde, Cheshire. The Education Committee 
invited ten firms of architects practising in 
Manchester and neighbourhood to submit 
designs for (a) an Elementary School, con- 
sisting of three departments for 750 scholars ; 
(4) @ Special Standard School—in a separate 
pailding —for 400 scholars, both structures to 
2e erected on a site contiguous to the Town 
Ey Mr. Percy 8. Worthington, M.A., 

-R.LB.A., of Manchester, acted as assessor, 
and at the outset clearly-defined conditions were 
drawn up by him. 

The schedule of charges sanctioned by the 
Royal Institute of British Architects was the 
-asis of payment to the author of the design 
placed first, and premiums of £30 and £20 
EP rotively are to be paid to the authors of 
- designs placed by the assessor second and 
ope The Committee, as a safeguard against 
the w ork being delayed or abandoned, promised 
oom of £50 to the author of the winning design 
—— no instructions be given to proceed with 
the scheme within twelve months from the date 
of the award. 

a conditions issued were both lucid and 
precise, and gave all the particulars and details 
necessary, without unduly hampering the 
competing architects. These, taken in con- 
poten: with the answers to queries, left little 
. TL” possibility for misconception. ’ 
. ‘he scale of the general drawings was 16 ft. 
one a most desirable and convenient 
neon or Committee, assessor, and com- 
tors, saving the latter a considerable 
amount of needless labour. The block plan 


It is to be hoped that more . 
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Selected Design, by Mr. F. Quentery Farmer. 


was to be 20 ft. to an inch, and a shaded detail— 
“to show the architectural treatment of the 
building ”—to } in. to a foot. 

We somewhat question, for a utilitarian 
building of this character, any necessity for the 
latter, entailing, as it undoubtedly does, a 
considerable amount of time and labour on each 
competitor. Also, in our opinion, for all 
competitive drawings the labour of preparing a 
drainage scheme might with advantage be deleted. 

The site is an important one adjoining the 
Town Hall, and the instructions the Committee 
issued were that the buildings should be “ well- 
balanced and well-grouped,” and also that 
“good grouping and massing, without undue 
elaboration of ornamental detail.” The style 
of architecture was wisely left to each 
competitor’s prepossession. 

The following are the names of the authors 
of the schemes awarded premiums by the 
assessor :— 

First, Mr. F. Quentery Farmer, Coventry 
and Stalybridge. Estimated cost of scheme, 
complete, about £21,000. 

Second, Mr. Charles T. Adshead, Manchester. 

Third, Messrs. Halliday, Paterson, & Agate, 
Manchester. 

Carefully-prepared schemes also were sub- 
mitted by Mr: W A. Dew, Hyde; Messrs. 
Fletcher & Sisley, Hyde and Manchester ; 
Mr. Joseph Holt, Manchester; Mr. J. Horner 
Hargreaves, Manchester; Messrs. Sankey & 
Cubbon, Manchester ; and Messrs. Woodhouse 
& Dean, Manchester. 

It is evident this competition was determined 
on the merits of the planning, and, obviously, 
the assessor was largely influenced by this. 

Some similitude between the plans submitted 
naturally would be expected from the specific 
requirements clearly laid down, together with 
the shape of the site, but the diversity of 
treatment to be.found in almost every scheme 
is very marked. 


The winning design, in its ingenious and 
skilful planning, without doubt is the best 
submitted, and stands alone—a _ decision 
which, we believe, there will be little or no 
divergence of opinion among the competitors 
themselves. 

The design is illustrated on two sheets only 
by a thoroughly workmanlike set of drawings— 
an attractive, utilitarian, and economical scheme, 
laid out: with great clearness and simplicity, 
in which the whole of the teaching-rooms are 
provided on the one floor, and in other respects 
entirely complies with the conditions. 

As we reproduce the drawings in this issue 
we need not go to any length by way of des- 
cription or appreciation, but the following 
points perhaps might be noted. 

In this design every classroom (save one) will 
obtain sun for a substantial part of the day— 
a feature which the majority of the others have 
not succeeded in securing. The playgrounds 
are well laid out, with an absence of corners and 
recesses, and the supervision from the bay 
windows to the head and assistant-master’s 
rooms governing both playgrounds is excellent. 
The grouping of the conveniences, covered 
playgrounds, etc., are cleverly arranged without 

reaking up the playground space. 

The planning is free from any internal areas 
or courts, and there are no enclosed playgrounds. 
The manual workshops, cookery and laundry 
classes are efficiently disconnected from the 
remaining teachjng-rooms, for the exclusion of 
all noise, fumes, etc. Keeping the two buildings 
in separate blocks lessens the danger from fire, 
as well as adding to the simplicity of the 
planning, and is beneficial to the general 
working of the school. 

Future extension has been foreseen, and as 
lanned it could be provided with slight inter- 
erence to the school CAdiem. The elevational 

treatment accords with the instructions, bein 
“well-balanced and _ well-grouped,” an 
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Selected Design, by Mr. F. Quentery Farmer. 


practically shorn of “ ornamental detail,’ but 
otherwise calls for no further comment. 

The subdividing of the windows generally 
into small squares by wood or metal bars 
(doubtless done for effect) would be very 
undesirable in a manufacturing centre like 
Hyde, where unlimited light is imperative and 
window -cleaning in a large school building 
is no_ inconsiderable item of expenditure. 
This objection applies to the majority of the 
elevations submitted. The design placed 
second (Mr. Charles T. Adshead) materially 
differs from the first and also from all the 
others. The lay-out of the scheme shows 
considerable ability and experience of school 
planning in its simplicity, grouping, and 
directness, but the number of classrooms 
dependent on north-east lighting seriously 
militates against its success as compared with 
the premier one. 

The lighting also of the assembly-hall 
(Special School) by the high side lights and the 
supervision from teachers’ rooms are all below 
the standard of the first scheme. 

The sheet of elevations shows a_ building 
scholarly and utilitarian in character, without 
any attempt at architectural embellishment. 
The fenestration is good—three windows to 
each classroom having been provided, compared 
with two in the winning elevations. 

Passing on to the third premiated scheme 
(Messrs. Halliday, Paterson, & Agate), illustrated 
by an attractive set of drawings, we find it 
differs entirely not only from the first and 
second, but the remainder exhibited. 

Both schools are skilfully grouped, but the 
excessive amount of corridor this arrangement 
of plan necessitated undoubtedly would be 
considered a serious drawback to an otherwise 
meritorious and clever conception: A number 
of the classrooms are lighted either from the 
north or north-east, and the junior and senior 


assembly-halls mainly depend for their lighting 
from large internal quadrangles or courts. The 
supervision of the playgrounds also is not quite 
so good as the premier design. 

The elevations, which show considerable 
restraint, are admirably conceived and 
delineated, simplicity and good proportion being 
relied on for their effectiveness rather than any 
elaboration of detail. The }-in. scale drawing 
is a creditable piece of work; indeed the 
draughtsmanship throughout, even to the 
lettering, shows considerable ability and taste. 
This scheme must have been perilously near 
obtaining the second place. 

Turning to the unpremiated designs, Messrs. 
Woodhouse & Dean submit two very practical 
and well-thought-out schemes, A and B, the 
former being the more compact. 

A substantial amount of sunshine has been 
secured to almost every classroom, yet this 
is not altogether ideal, consequent on open 
verandahs (glass-roofed) being requisite to 
enable the scholars to reach the assembly-halls. 

The dividing of the accommodation into 
three blocks has brought about the necessity 
for these verandahs. 

Other details also of the planning are not 
equal to the standard of the premier scheme ; 
the playgrounds are too irregular, and the 
somewhat narrow and useless space between the 
two principal blocks is undesirable on a limited 
area of site. 

The elevations to both schemes show con- 
siderable architectural ability, being one of the 
best—if not the best—submitted ; and the }-in. 
scale detail is a very artistic piece of 
ag ogre 8 

Messrs. Fletcher & Sisley, by ignoring the 
definite instruction that “all buildings are to 
be of one story,” have placed an otherwise 
excellent design “ out of court.”” In the scheme 
they submit three classrooms and two science- 
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rooms to the Special Standard School are a]| 
placed on a first floor. The grouping and 
massing of the elevations are commendable, and 
the draughtsmanship crisp and _ sparkling 
the monochrome }-in. detail being om 
exceptionally praiseworthy piece of work. 

Messrs. Sankey & Cubbon’s scheme is a little 
disappointing to us, knowing the scholarly 
designs this firm have produced in the past, 
The plan is too disjoimted. A number of 
classrooms are deficient in sunlight compared 
with the winner, the playgrounds are too 
broken up, and the elevations are rather too 
“domestic” in character for a municipal 
school in a manufacturing town. 

Of the designs submitted by the remaining 
competitors it is impossible to speak individually : 
although all possess considerable merit as 
architectural products, yet each lacks ‘some of 
the essential points that are to be found in the 
premiated schemes. 

We congratulate the Corporation of Hyde 
on receiving from the profession such an 
admirable —— to their invitation, resulting 
in so able and practical a scheme being secured 
for their purpose. 

We feel confident also, after a thorough 
investigation of the various schemes sent in, 
that everyone concerned will acquiesce that the 
verdict of the assessor is an equitable one. 





Lp. 
ee 


BOOKS. 


Building Construction Drawing. Part II. By 
RicuHarD B. Eaton. (London: E. & F. N. 
Spon, Ltd. Price 1s. 6d. net.) 

Tis volume contains a series of plates illus- 
trating various constructional details, and each 
set of diagrams is preceded by a specification 
which gives the sizes of the various parts and 
mentions any special points to assist the 
student. The arrangement of the book is 
good, and the author’s idea in presenting the 
subject as he has done is an excellent one, but 
the diagrams would be improved by the 
addition of overall dimensions and the names 
of the various members, while the mouldings 
and designs of the different features are very 
crude. There is also a lack of finish in the 
drawings which detracts somewhat from their 
value, as they are models which will be put 
before students who are apt to be greatly 
influenced by the examples they work from, 
and there is therefore great need for such 
examples to be of high standard in detail and 
draughtsmanship, and this need not affect their 
practical value. We feel that the author 
would render these volumes on construction 
far more valuable if he would raise the 
standard of drawing and detail in future 
editions. 





Concrete Roads and Kerbs. (London: The 
Associated Portland Cement Manufacturer 
(1900), Ltd., Portland House, Lloyd’s-avenue. 

Tus excellent little book deals with the 

important question of modern road construction 

and surfacing, and puts forward the merits 

of concrete for this class of work. It is a 

well-known fact that the advent of the motor- 

car and motor lorry has rendered it imperative 
for the road engineer to consider road con- 
struction as quite a different problem to that 
existing a few years ago, and it is recognised } 
that ordinary macadamised roads no longer 
fulfil all the conditions demanded by present- 
day traffic. Although concrete as a road 
surface has been commonly employed on 
motor tracks in this country, its use in ordinary 
roads has been limited to foundation-work 
in large towns where asphalt, granite setts, oT, 
wood blocks are adopted as a surfacing mate! ial. 

Six experimental sections of concrete roads 
with a concrete surface are being laid on the 
London-Dover road by the Kent Count) 
Council, and the specifications for these are 
given in this book. A concrete road at Chester 
which was laid in 1913 is described, and many 
interesting particulars. of concrete roads In 
America are also given. 

At the end of the volume details and_ notes 
are included descriptive of the formation of 
concrete kerbs and examples given of their use 
in theqUrban District of Northfleet. It 
an interesting book, and the merits of concrete 
for the purposes mentioned are expressed it 
a simple and straightforward manner which 
is very convincing. 

(Continued on page 456.) 
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List of Competitions, Contracts, etc. 


For some contracts still open, but not included in this List, see previous issues. Those with an asterisk _*) are advertised 


in this number: Competitions, — ; 


Contracts, iv., vi., viii. ; Public Appointments, — ; 


Auction Sales, xliv. Certain 


conditions beyond those given in the following information are imposed in some cases, such as: the advertisers’ do not bind 
themselves to accept the lowest or any tender; that a fair wages clause shall be observed; that no allowance will be made 
for tenders; and that deposits are returned on receipt of a bona-fide tender unless stated to the contrary. 


The date given at the commencement of each paragraph is the latest date when the tender, or the names of those willing 


to submit tenders, may be sent in. 


*,* It must be understood that the following paragiaphs are printed as news, and not as advertisements; and that while every 
; endeavour is made to ensure accuracy, we cannot be responsible for errors that may occur. 





Competitions. . 





No Date. — Cheshire. — Cotraces. — Messrs. 
Lever Bros. invite designs for cottages on the 
Bromborough Estate. Nine premiums are 
offered. See advertisement in issue of March 19. 


No_Date,—Stepney.—MovnicipaL BUILDINGS.— 
The Stepney B.C. invite designs for the proposed 
municipal buildings. _ Conditions may be 
obtained from Mr. G. W. Clarke, Town Clerk, 
Municipal Offices, 15, Gt. Alie-street, White 
chapel, E. 

No . Date. — Whitehaven. — HospitaL. — The 
Galemire Joint Hospital Committee invite com- 
petitive designs from architects for a_ small! 
hospital proposed to be erected in their district. 
Particulars of Mr. E. B. Croasdell, Clerk, Union 
Hall, Whitehaven. 


Contracts. 





BUILDING AND PAINTING. 


The date given at the commencement of each 
paragraph is the latest date when the tender, or 
the names of those willing to submit tenders, 
may be sent in. 


May 10. — Halifax. — FLoorinc.—For maple 
flooring at Parkinson-lane School. Swpecifica- 
ticns of Mr. James Lord, Borough Engineer, 
Town Hall, Halifax. Deposit, £1. : 

May 10. — Halifax. — Works. — Erection of 
machine works and offices at Mile Cross, Halifax. 
Names to Messrs. Chas. F. L. Horsfall & Son, 
architects, Lord-street-chambers, Halifax. | 

May 10.—Huddersfield.—Hovse.—Erection of 
dwelling-house, Grange Moor. Name and 
address to Messrs, James H. Hall & Son, archi- 
tects, Exchange, Huddersfield. 

May 10, —- London. — Repairs, erc.—External 
painting and repairs at institution premises, 
Thavies Inn, E.C., for the City of London 
Guardians. uantities of Mr. E. R. Woodward, 
Clerk, Union Offices, 61, Bartholomew-close, E.C. 

May 10.—Normanton.—Hovse.—For erection 
of house and conveniences for the Normanton 
Golf Club. Specifications of Mr. Hartley, 
architect, County-chambers, Castleford. 

May 10.—S8t. Dennis. — ALTERATIONS. — For 
alterations at St. Dennis Church of England 
School. Specification of Mr. B. S. Andrew, 
architect, Biddick’s-court, St. Austell. 

May 10.—Swarton Morley.—ScHooL.—Erec- 
tion of school at Swarton Morley. Quantities of 
Mr. J. E._ Burton, architect, 11, Bank Plain, 
Norwich. Deposit, 10s. 6d. a 

May 10, — Tring. — Parintinc.—For painting, 
etc.. at the Isolation Hospital. Specifications of 
Mr. S. S. Gettings, Surveyor, Tring. i 

May 10.—Warrington.—Corrace.—Erection of 
a caretaker’s cottage near Sankey Canal Bridge, 
Warrington. Quantities, ete., of the County 
Bridgemaster, County Offices, Preston. Deposit, 


May 11.— Bolton.—Paintinc.—For painting. 
etc., of the Workhouse for the Bolton B.G. 
Specification of the Master, at the Institution, 
Fishpool, in Farnworth. 

May 11.—Chesterfield.._Warp.—Erection of 
ward to accommodate twenty beds at the Pen- 
nore Hospital, Chesterfield, for the Joint 
Hospital Committee. Quantities of Mr. T. S. 
Wilcockson, architect, Knifesmith-gate, Chester- 
field. Deposit, £1 1s. 

May 11.—Keighley.—Paintinc.—For external 
ainting to old portion of baths and washhouse. 
ace ars from Borough Engineer, Town Hall, 

ey. 

May 11.—Macclesfield.—Parntinc.—External 
painting of ihe Town Hall. Specification of Mr. 
ir C. aggott, Borough Surveyor, Town Hall, 

acclesfield. 

May 11. — Sherborne. — Hovses. — Erecting 
twenty-two cottages for working men in Simon’s- 
med and Imdbourne-road, Sherborne, for the 
. erborne U.D.C. Specifications of Mr. Duncan 
° Brown, Surveyor, Council Offices, South- 
street, Sherborne. 

. May 12. — Edinburgh. — Atrerations. — For 
Joiner, plumber, and glazier work in connection 
with alterations to roof of verandas of admission 
ee | Nos. 1 and 2, for the Edinburgh District 

rd of Contro] (Bangour Village). Quantities 


of the Medical Superintendent, Bangour Village. 


May 12.—Wellingborough.—Barn.— Erection 
complete of a steel Dutch barn at the Council’s 
Sewage Farm, “ Irthlingborough Grange,’’ for 
the Wellingborough ’. Specification from 
Mr, R. Stevenson Henshaw, Engineer, Council 
Offices, Wellingborough. 

May 12. — Weymouth.—Hovses.—Erection of 
buildings for the working classes to the number 
of 100, more or less, selt-contained houses, and 
sixteen tenement buildings, more or less, at Pye- 
hill and Granville-road, also the construction of 
streets in connection therewith, Names to Mr. 
Walter R. Wallis, own Clerk, Municipal Offices, 
Weymouth. Deposit, £2 2s. 

May 13. —Battle.—ALrerations.—For altera- 
tions to nursery et the Workhouse for the B.G. 
Mr. F. G. Ticehurst, Clerk, Battle. 

May 13.—Exeter.—Brinces, Etc.—The Devon 
C.C. invite tenders for (a) repairg and altera- 
tions to the following county bridges :—(1) 
Pccombe Bridge, near Exeter; (2) Yarty Bridge, 
near Axminster; (3) Axe Bridge, Hawkchurch, 
near Axminster; and (b) 1epainting the following 
county bridges:—(1) Honiton Town, Honiton; 
(2) Broom Bridge, Chardstock ; @) First Bridge, 
Cullompton. Quantities of Mr. W. P. Robinson, 
County Surveyor, 22, Queen-street, Exeter. 

May 13. — Glasgow. — SanatoriuM.—For the 
following works requi in connection with the 
proposed erection of sanatorium and children’s 
home at Southfield, near Mearns, for the Cor- 
poration, viz.:—(1) Mason, brick, and concrete 
works; (2) steel work; (3) slater and rough cast 
works; (4) plumber work; (5) plaster work; 
(6) asphalt work; ani (7) tile work. Specifica- 
ticns at the Office of Public Works, 64, Coch- 
rane-street. 

May 13.—Macclesfield.—PaintiInc.—For the 
painting at the Hospital, Sanatorium, and _ cot- 
tages in Moss-lane. Specification of Mr. 8. C. 
penpott, Borough Surveyor, Town Hall, Maccles- 

eld. 

May 14,— Huddersfield.—ALTERATIONS, ETC.— 
Alterations and additions to the Old Red Lion 
Inn, Sowood, Stainland. Quantities of Messrs. 
J. B.. Abbey & Son, architects, District Bank- 
chambers, Market-street, Huddersfield. 

May 14.—Tideswell.—Extension.—For exten- 
sion of the Church of England schools. Specifi- 
cations of the Rev. T. Rogersan, Tideswell, 
Derbyshire. 

May 16.— Heckmondwike.—PaInTING, ETC.— 
For painting and cleaning the Secondary School. 
Specifications at the school. Tenders to Mr. 
A. H. Redfearns, Clerk to the Governors, 
Church-street, Heckmondwike. 

May 17, — Dublin. — Parintine.—(1) Cleaning 
and painting of the exterior of the Great 
Northern Hotel, Warrenpoint; (2) cleaning and 
painting of the exterior of the Great Northern 
Hotel, trevor; (3) painting of station root, 


etce., Londonderry Station. for the Great 
"Boone: 


Northern Railway Company (Ireland). 

cations of Mr. tT. Morrison, Secretary, re- 
tary’s Office, Amiens-street Terminus, Dublin. 
Deposit, £1 1s. each contract. 

May 17..—Harrogate.—PointTInG.—For point- 
ing walls of various_ buildings and boundary 
walls at the Isolation Hospital and the Harrogate 
and Knaresborough Joint Isolation Hospital. 
Specifications of Mr. E. Rivers, Borough 
Surveyor, Harrogate. 

May 18. — Birmingham. — Suep. ~The Com- 

missioners of H.M. Works and Public Buildings 
invite tenders for the superstructure (steel 
stanchions, roof trusses, and roof covering) in 
connection with a new shed at the Telegraph 
Stores, Birmingham, _ Quantities of the Secre- 
tary, H.M. Office of Works, etc., Storey’s-gate, 
London, 8.W. Deposit, £1 1s. 
* May 19.—Rowsley.—Encins SHED.—The 
Directors of the Midland Railway Company 
invite tenders for erection of an engine shed for 
twenty-four engines. 

May 19.—Various Towns.—ParnTInG.—Clean- 
ing and painting for the Midland Railway Com- 

any ag follows :—(1) Stations, etc., at Ampthill. 
"litwick, Harlington, Leagrave, and Luton; 
(2) stations, etc., at Kentish Town and Camden 
Road; (3) portion of Whitecross-street Depot, 
London; (4) portion of Somers Town Goods and 
Coal Depot, Section No. 2; (5) Goods Depdts at 
Castle and Falcon, High-street, Borough, Ken- 
sington High-street, est Kensington, Wal- 
worth-road, Wandsworth-road, Brixton, Victoria 
Docks, Connavght-road, and Thames Wharf, 
London; (6) ergine-sheds, etc., at Nottingham ; 
(7) Victpria-street Goods Deptt, Liverpool ; 
(8) rental property _at Huddersfield. Quantities 
at the Engineer’s Office, Derby Station. 


May 29.—Derbyshire.—Wakrps, etc.—Erection 
of convalescent wards at the hospitals at Morton, 
Langwith, Masti Moor, and Dronfield for the 
North Derbysnire Hospital Committee; also for 
open-air block to accommodate oiget beds at the 
Morton Hospital. Quantities of Mr. T. 8S, Wil- 
cockson, architect; Knifesmith-gate, Chesterfield. 
Deposit, £1 ls; each set. 

No Date.—Batley.—ViLLas.—Erection of semi- 
detached villas, White Lee-road, Batley. Names 
to Mr, John H. Brearley, architect, Commercial- 
street, Batley. 

No Date. — Kendal. — Farm Bvuicpines.—For 
building farm_buildings at Corn Close Farm, 
Dent, for the Trustees of the late Mr. R. Burra. 
ppecifications of Mr. J. Stalker, architect, 

endal. 


No Date.—Wallisend.—LavatTories.—Erection 
for the Wallsend Industrial Co-operative Bociety, 
Lid., of lavatories in connection with their club- 
rooms. Specifications at the General Office. 


FURNITURE, MATERIALS, etc. 


May 10.—Greetland.—Roap MareriaLt.—Supply 
to the Greetland U.D.C. of 100 tons of granite 
macadam (2i-in. gauge) and 3820 tons best 7-in. 
Luncashire setts. Mr. F. J. Mallinson, Surveyor, 
Council Offices, Greetland, Yorks. 

May 10. — London. — Hose Boarps, erc. — 
Supply to the Commissioners of His Majesty’s 
Works. etc., of hose boards, fire-pail boards, 
etc., during a period of one year. Forms of 
tender of the Controller of Supplies, H.M. Office 
oy orm. 18, Queen Anne’s-gate, Westminster, 


May 10.—Petworth.—Roap Marteriat.—Supply 
to the Petworth R.D.C. of road material. Forms 
of tender of Mr. Ernest H. Staffurth. Clerk, 
Petworth. 

May 10.—Southampton.—Mareriats.—Supply 
to the Waterworks Department (alternative 
tenders) of various stores to the Waterworks 
Department during a period of six or twelve 
months. _ Forms of tender at the Waterworks 
Engineer's Office, 33 and 35, French-street, 
Southampton, 

May 10. — Walsall. — Materiats.—Supply of 
road, sewer, paving. and other materials to the 
Corporation. Forms of tender of the Borough 
Surveyor, Walsall. 

May 11.—Berwick-on-Tweed.—Roap Materia. 
—Supply to the Corporation of hand and 
machine broken whinstone road metal and 
chips. Specification at the Borough Surveyor’s 
Office, Berwick-upon-Tweed. 

May 11.—Salcombe.—Roap Marteriat.—Supply 
to the U.D.C. of 1i-in. broken blue Elvan stone 
and 2-in broken limestone, blue_Elvan chip- 
pings and limestone chippings. Particulars of 
the Council’s Surveyor, Mr. J. G. Howard, 
Council Hall, Salcombe. 

May 12.—Winsford.—Roap Marertat.—Supply 
to the Winsford U.D.C. of 500 tons of granite 
macadam and 200 tons of granite chippings. 
Form: of tender from Mr. James Wilkinson, 
Surveyor, Winsford 

May 17.—North Walsham.-—Roap Marer1t.— 
Supply to the North Walsham U.D.C. of broken 
ranite and | poken grovel and for road rolling. 

orms of tender of Mr. J. W. Stevens, Surveyor 
to_the Council, North Walsham. 

May 18.—India.—Wuirte-LeaD, etc.—Supply to 
the Madras and Southern Mahratta ilway 
Company of (1) 26 tons of dry red-lead, 7 tons 
of dry white-lead, and 80 tons of moist white- 
lead; (2) 6,800 F eae § of turpentine. Specifica- 
tions at the office of the Company, 91, York- 
street, Westminster. S.W. 

May 18. —Wandsworth.—TuHames BaAvtast 
AND SanpD.—The Wandsworth B.C. invite tenders 
for supply of Thames ballast and sand. 


May 19, — Cardiff.—Gas Fitrincs.—Supply. to 
the Cardiff E.C. of incandescent mantles and 
globes. Schedule of Mr. John Jackson, 
Director of Education, Education Offices, City 
Hall, Cardiff. 

June 1. — Johannesburg.—Paint.—Supply of 
certain paints to the Johannesburg Municipality. 
Copy of specification at the Commercial Intel- 
ligence Branch of the Board of Trade, 78, Basing- 
hall-street, E.C. 

JUNE 14.—Madrid.—Srreet-waTerRInc VEHICLES. 
—The Gaceta de Madrid announces that tenders 
are invited by the Madrid Corporation for two 
motor street-watering vehicles at a cost of ubout 
£1,200 . Copy of the Gaceta.may be con- 
sulted at the Commercial Intelligence Branch 
eh Board of Trade, 73, Basinghall-street. 


(Those with an asterisk (*) are advertised in this issue.] 
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ENGINEERING, IRON, AND STEEL. 


The date given at the commencement of each 
paragraph is the latest date when the tender, or 
the names of those willing to submit tenders, 
may be sent in. 

May 11, — Darlington. — Grivs.—Supply of 


purifier grids for the Corporation. Particulars 
of Mr. F. P. Tarratt. Gasworke Engineer, Dar- 
lington. 

May 11, — Lambeth. — Launpry ApparatTus.— 


Supply to the Lambeth B.G. of laundry appa- 
ratus. Specification of Mr. James L. Gold- 
spink, Clerk, Guardians’ Offices and_Board- 
room, Brook-street, Kennington-road. S.E. De 
posit, £2. 

May 11, —- Northampton. — Iron Fencine.— 
Supply and erection of iron boundary fencing 
and gates to grounds of Girls’ School, St. 
George’s-avenue, for the E.C. Names to Mr. 
W. D. Gibbins, Surveyor, 5, St. Giles-street, 
Northampton, 

May 12. — London. — Execrric INSTALLaTion.—- 
Electrica! installation at the Sebbon-street 
Elementary School, Upper-street, Islington, N., 
comprising about 210 wiring points and 250 light- 
ing points, for the L.C.C. Specification, etc., 
from the Chief Engineer of the Council, County 
Hall, Spring-gardens, S.W. Deposit, £1. 

May 17, -—- Hebburn. — Bripce.—Supply and 
erection of a steel footbridge, to be_constructed 
over the North-Eastern Railway at Hebburn-on- 
Tyne, for the Carr-Ellison tes.  Specifica- 
tion of Mr, Charles McGhie, Agent, 38, Colling- 
wood-buildings. _ Collingwood-street, Newcastle- 
on-Tyne. it, £1 1s. ; 

May 17. — Shoreham.—Groynes.—Erection of 
seven new timber groynes_on the sea frontage, 
Shoreham Beach. for the East Lancing Sea De- 
fence Commissioners. _Quantities of Messrs. 
R. B. Grantham n, civil engineers, 5, 
Little College-street, Westminster Abbey, S.W. 
Deposit, £3 3s. 


THE BUILDER. 


May 18. — Australia.—CasLe.—Supply to the 
City of Melbourne, Australia, of 9 i: .05 
eq. in. 3-core lead-covered cable. Speci ication, 
etc., of Messrs. MclIlwraith, McEacharn & Co. 
Ppty., Ld., Billiter-square-buildings, London, 
E.C. Deposit, 5s. 

May 18.—Australia.—TransrorMers.—Supply 
to the City of Melbourne, Australia, of four 
250-k.v.a ree-p transformers. ge 
tion, ete., of Messrs. McIlwraith, McEacharn, & 
Co. Ppty.. (Ltd., Billiter-square-buildings, 
London, E.C. Deposit, 5s 

May 19.—Brentwood.—Boer.—Provision and 
setting of a new Lancashire boiler, including 
alteration to flues, ete., at the Hackney Union 

anch Workhouse, Brentwood, Essex. Specifi- 
cations at the Guardians’ Offices. Sidney-road, 
Homerton, N.E. 

May 19. — Richmond, Ireland.—Heat1n¢, etc. 
—The Joint Committee of the Richmond 
District Asylum invite tenders for heating and 
plumbing work at their new Isolation Hospital 
at Portrane, nabate, . Dublin. Specifica- 
tion of Mr. W. J. Murphy. Chief Clerk, Asylum 
Office, Grangegorman, blin. Deposit, £1 1s. 


June 9. — Adelaide.—Coprer Tunes, etTc.—Dhe 
Supply and Tender Board, Adelaide, Australia, 
invite tenders for fifty-one per tube plates, 
flanged; four copper tube plates, unflanged ; 
thirty-two copper back plates, flanged; sixty- 
two copper wrapping plates; 6,100 copper tubes ; 
400 bar3 of best rolled copper, in bundles; and 
765 solid drawn best copper ag Specifica- 
tions may be inspected at the office of Mr, 8, A. 
Strickland, South Australia, Inspecting En- 
gineer, 85, Gracechurch-street, E.C. 

June 16. — Australia. — Morse SovuNDERS.— 
Supply of 400 Morse sounders for the Deputy 
Postmaster-General, Sydney. Copy of_specifica- 
tion_at the Commercial Intelligence Branch_of 
the Board of Trade, 73, Basinghall-street, E.C. 


[May 7, 1915. 


ROAD, SANITARY, AND WATER 
WORKS. 


May 10.—Halifax.—Srreet Worxks.—Executioy, 
scote- 


of private improvement works in (1) 
Geoet ag | = epoota: (2) Di 

reet. ification o! t. James 
Borough Engineer, Town Hall, Halifax. tapi. 
posit, £5 and £1 respectively. 

May -11. — Carlisle. — Tanx.—Construction jy 
concrete of a _ water tank at Wetheral Shields for 
the Carlisle R.D.C. Particulars at the Counc] 
Offices, 7, Victoria-place, Carlisle. 


May 11.—Pontardawe.—Warer Suppiy.—Proy- 


vision and laying about 494 yds. of 6-in. 
diameter cast-iron water-main, with valves, etc. 
at Brynamman, for the R. ification of 


the Engineer at the Council’s Office, Pontar- 
dawe, Glam. 

May 12. — East Grinstead.—Srreer Worxs.— 
Making-up for the East Grinstead R.D.C. :—(1) 
Hazelwick-road (formerly New-road); (14) Hazel- 
wick-road (formerly Hazelwick-road); (2) New- 
etreet; (3) Mill-road_ (formerly Cross-street ; (34) 
Mill-road (formerly Mill-road); (4) Crabbet-road. 
Separate contracts. ntities of the Surveyor, 
Mr. Charles Turton, 6, High-street, East Grin: 
stead. Deposit, £5 5s. 

May 17.— Keighley.—Drain.—Supplying and 
laying of about 300 lin. yds. of 6-in. pot pipe 
drain_on the Blackburn, Addingham. and_Cock- 
ing End Main Road for the Keighley R.D.C. 
Quantities of Mr. Thomas Burton, Surveyor, 80, 
Cark-road, Keighley. 


Auction Sale. 


*% May 13.—Moorfields.—Messrs. Fryett, Whi 
& Co. will sell by auction, at 93, "Moorfields 
E.C., various materials, etc., usefu] to a builder 
and contractor. 





‘Those with an asterisk (*) are advertised in this issue. } 








BOOKS—Continued from page 454. 

Civil Engineering Types and Devices. By T. W. 
BaRBER, M.Inst.C.E. (London: Crosby 
Lockwood & Son. Price 8s. 6d. net.) 

Tuts volume has been compiled with the object 
of giving a collection and classification of all 
the known devices and methods in use in every 
branch of civil engineering work, and the 
author has dealt with the subject in a complete 
and satisfactory manner. Each feature is 
briefly described, and a small sketch is given 
in order that the reader can look up any detail 
and make a selection without the necessity of 
searching through a mass of written matter. 
The work is divided up into forty-four sections, 
each of which deals with some distinct branch 
of engineering, and reference is therefore made 
easy. The sketches are excellent, and they 
form a very important factor in the book, as 
there are some hundreds in all. We can 
thoroughly recommend the volume to the 
active civil engineer, as we feel confident it 
will prove of great service and more than 
compensate for the small outlay entailed. 


City and Guilds of London Institute: Report 

on the Work of the Department of Technology. 
Tue latest report of the Technological Depart- 
ment, City and Guilds of London Institute, 
shows that 23,119 candidates were presented 
at the last examinations from 467 centres in the 
United Kingdom, and of this number 14,750 
were successful in passing. These figures 
show an increase of 1,241 candidates and of 
952 in the number that passed. There were 
also 753 candidates from India, from the 
overseas dominions, and other parts of the 
British Empire. In the building trade subjects 
there was a small decline in numbers as in the 
previous year, but the percentage of successes 
has improved, and the examiners are satisfied 
with the standard of work that has been main- 
tained. A practical test was held on masonry, 
the first for many years, and three candidates 
were successful in passing this. In painters’ 
and decorators’ work there was a slight increase 
in the number of students. An Advisory 
Committee has been formed to assist the work 
of the Institute in subjects connected with the 
building trades, and it is hoped that by such 
aid an improvement will be effected in this 
branch of instruction. 





Company Law and Practice: An Alphabetical 
Guide ‘hereto. By Herpert W. Jorpan. 
12th edition, 1915. Pp. xii, 416, and 


Index. (London: Jordan & Sons, Ltd. 
Price 3s. 6d. net.) 
Tris book contains the full text of the 


pase He (Consolidation) Act, 1908, and the 
schedules thereto, with a full and reliable index, 
but its main feature is the bringing together 


of the subject-matter of Company Law under 
alphabetical headings. For instance, under 
the heading ‘‘ Borrowing” one finds the 
powers which a company has to borrow money 
collected, together with the references to the 
Finance Acts which have a_ bearing upon the 
matter. The information given is not exhaus- 
tive, neither is it, on the other hand, given in 
so perplexing a form as is often the case in the 
ordinary legal text-book, but enough is stated 
to put the reader upon inquiry, and for the 
layman that is as a rule sufficient. The author 
in a future edition might consider a reference 
to the powers given to follow illegal or wtra 
vires borrowings as stated by the House of 
Lords in the recent Birkbeck Building Society’s 
winding-up as a useful addition. The inclusion 
of the recent Treasury regulations as to the 
issue of capital in the United Kingdom shows 
that the book is quite up to date, and to the 
busy man the quickness with which the infor- 
mation can be found is no small advantage. 


ee 


THE LONDON COUNTY 
COUNCIL. 


THE usual weekly meeting of the London 
County Council was held on Tuesday, in the 
County Hall, Spring-gardens, 8.W. 

Tenders.—Tenders were received for the 
supply of high and low tension electric cables 
for use in connection with the extension of the 
Woolwich tramways sub-station. 

Reconstruction of St. John’s Hill Bridge.—It 
was recommended by the Highways Committee 
that tenders be invited from selected firms for 
the reconstruction of the bridge carrying St. 
John’s-hill over the London, Brighton, and 
South Coast and London and Scuth-Western 
Railways. 

Boswell’s House, Nos. 55 and 56, Great Queen- 
street, W.C.—The Local Government Records 
and Museums Committee reported, in con- 
nection with the demolition of Boswell’s house, 
that the United Grand Lodge of England had 
offered to present to the Council portions of the 
fagade and the staircase, and to contribute 
towards the cost of taking down and removing 
the objects. The staircase is to be exhibited 
in the Geffrye Museum and portions of the 
facade will be re-erected in Geffrye’s garden. 

Rates of Wages and Hours of Labour.—The 
General Purposes Committee recommended 
that the list of rates of wages and hours of 
labour be amended by the substitution of the 
following as the conditions of employment of 
large builders :—Rate of pay per hour—ls. ; 
hours of labour—fifty-four ; rate of pay for 
overtime when worked at request of employer— 
5 p.m. to 7 p.m., time and a quarter ; 7 p.m. to 
10 p.m., time and a half; half an hour meal- 
time to be paid for if working after 7 p.m. ; 





after 1 p.m. Saturdays, and 10 p.m. other days, 
double time; Sundays.and Bank Holidays, 


double time. 
——_ —o-~<>—e 
PATENTS. 


APPLICATIONS PUBLISHED.* 





2,009 of 1914.—John Wilson: Heating of 
public buildings and other structures by means 
of heated air or other heated fluids. — 

7,157 of 1914.—Rosanna Waddington, legal 
representative of the late Ben Cowper Wad- 
dington, jun. (deceased), Cyri] Waddington, 
and Alfred Ernest Hancock: Casement 
windows, doors, lights, and the like. 

7,985 of 1914.—Charles Weber-Haas: Meatis 
for ventilating closet-pans. 

8,845 of 1914.—Donald William Cartwright 
aaa Knob furniture for doors and the 
ike. 

9,193 of 1914.—Walter John Mills: Casting 
concrete walls and the like in situ. 

11,290 of 1914.—Arthur Kammermann: Float 
valves, 

_ 11,854 of 1914.~Arthur Henry Miller: Slid- 
ing bolts for doors and the like. 

12,127 of 1914.—Francis Herbert Cole: Baths, 
lavatory basins, sinks, and like fittings. 

15,855 of 1914.—Alice Mary Chambers: 
Means for preventing downdraught in cpen 
fireplaces, 

25,963 of 1914.—Fletcher, Russell, & Co., 
Ltd., and Walter Banks: Auxiliary burners 
for gas fires. 


—_ = 
a 


NEW COMPANIES. 


THE undermentioned particulars of new com- 
panies recently registered are taken from the 
Daily Register compiled by Messrs. Jordan & 
Sons, Ltd.. Company Registration Agents, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. :— 

Joun Lancrey & Son, Lrp. (140,011). Resi- 
stered April 19. To acquire business of 
builders and contractors, carried on by John 
Langley & Son at Kirton, Lincoln, also to 
carry on business of stonemasons, brick and tile 
manufacturers, painters, decorators, etc. 
Nominal capital, £2,000 in 2,000 5s. Ordinary 
shares and 1,500 £1 Ordinary shares. 

Unique Property Trust, Lp. (140,023). 
7 and 8, Working-street, Cardiff. Registered 
April 20. House, land, and estate agents, 
auctioneers and valuers, builders and con- 
tractors, etc. Nomina] capital, £1,000 in £1 





shares. 

Norton Corrace Society, Lrp. (140,021). 
Registered April 20. Builders, contractors, 
decorators, joiners, cabinet-makers, electric- 
light and gas engineers, brick, tile, cement 
blocks, and terra-cotta makers, dealers in 


stone and lime, etc. Nominal capital, £1,000 
in £1 shares. 





* All these applications are in the stage in 
which opposition to the grant of Patents upon 
them can be made. 
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May 7, 1915.| 
PRICES CURRENT OF MATERIALS. 


[owing to the exceptional ciroumstances which 
| at the present time, prices of materials 
should be confirmed by inquiry.] 
since our last issue alterations have been made in the 
prices of the following materials :—Slates and tiles, iron 
and steel bars, lead and copper, oils, etc. 
¢.* Our aim in this list is to give, as far as possible, the 
‘rage prices of materials, not necessarily the highest 
or lowest. Quality and quantity obviously affect prices 
oe fact which should be remembered by those who 
make use of this information. 


BRICKS, &c. 





~ 1000 Alongside, in River Thames. £ s. d. 
Best StOCKS «2... ss cecececcceeececseceeeees 118 0 
Picked mtosti ee Ps 60s v.00 pesdereseas 212 0 
Per 1000, peat ” Railway Depét, oer 
a. 8. 
Flettons ....-- 114 0  BestBluePressed 
a Fareham Staffordshire. 315 0 
cancers 12 0 Do. Bullnose.. 4 0 0 
poinedPressed Best Stourbridge 
Ruabon Facing 5 0 O Fire Bricks .. 4 0 0 
ED BRICKS— 
ee t wW Double Headers 15 10 0 
Ivory, and One Side and 
Salt Glazed two Ends.... 19 10 0 
—. a 2 
eaders ...+++ 1210 0 ‘Two Sides and 
Soins ; Builnose one End .... 2010 0 


Splays and 


d 44 in. 
ot 4 Squints .... 18 0 0 


oe teee 16 + 0 
0 


Flats 
D’ble Str’tch’rs 18 1 
Second Quality Pt 10s. “ 1000 less than best. 


Thames and Pit Sand...... 7 6 per yard, delivered. 
Thames Ballast .......... 0 - 
Best Portland Cement .... 38 0 per ‘ton, a 
Best Ground Blue Lias Lime 21 0 __,, 

Note.—The cement or lime is exclusive of the 


ordinary vere * for sacks. 
5s. 6d. per yard delivered. 


Grey Stone Lime ........ 
Stourbridge Fireclay in sacks abe. Od. per ton at rly. dept. 
STONE. 
Per Ft. Cube. 


Bath STONE — delivered on road waggons, s. d. 
Paddington Depdt ......ccccccsecccvcceces 1 7 
Oo. do. delivered on road waggons, Nine Elms 
Depat ..cccccccccccccccsccccccescccccvere 
PORTLAND STONE (20 ft. average)— 

Brown Whitbed, delivered on road waggons, 
Paddington Depét, Nine Elms Depot, or 
Pt Pee 2 43 

White Basebed, delivered on road waggons, 
Paddington Depét, Nine Elms Depot, or 
Pimlico Wharf .....cccccccccsscccvcecs 2 63 

Per Ft. Cube, re’ oe at Railway Depét. 


s. d, 
Ancaster in blocks.. 1 io Closeburn Red 
Beer in blocks .... 1 6 Freestone ...... 20 
Greenshill in blocks 110 Red Mansfield 
Darley Dale in Freestone ...... 24 
EE ssccaeee 2 4 — & Gwespyr 
Red OCorsehill in .j-§ jj§. BUOMC .occcccecs 24 
| 23 


York StoNE—Robin Hood Quality. 

Per Ft. Cube, Delivered at Railway Depot. s. d. 
Scappled random blocks ........seceecescees 210 
Per Ft. Super., Delivered at Railway Depét. 

6 in. sawn two sides landings to sizes (under 
abn ht Ee OO Ee 
6 in. rubbed two sides ditto, ditto ............ 
3 in. sawn two sides slabs (random sizes) ...... 0 
2 in. to 24 in. sawn one side slabs (random sizes) 0 7 
Bt, bo 3 in, Gitba, GIN. eh. vn vocecadeceesec 0 6 
Harp York— 
Per Ft. Cube, Delivered at Railway wong 
Scappled random blocks 
Per Ft. Super., Delivered at Railway ay 
in. sawn two sides landing to sizes (under 40 ft. 


a RRR RE 8 

6 in. rubbed two sides ditto............se0008 3 0 

in. sawn two sides slabs (random sizes) ...... a 

8 in. self-faced random flagS ..........seeee: 0 5 
TILES, Per 1000 


Be f.o.r. London. 
st machine-made tiles or hand-made sand- 
faced tiles from either Broseley or £ 8. d. 


Staffordshire district ..........+sse0eeees 2126 
Ornamental Po PEER EEE EE fm ae 2150 
ip and valiey tiles (per dozen) 0 56 
SLATES. Per 1000 of 1200 

Best Blue B sai tihiiee ‘alk f.0.r. = hk 

angor slates, 20 by 10 .......... 

First quality ves rs, 4 esi aise 11 00 

DOES Ascadwectve 56100 

Best Blue Portmsidoe, 20 by 10. ae re ree - 11 26 

ay oa amen iaisedas 10 12 6 

” 0 16 by 8.. ee ek 
Woon, 

. BUILDING Woop, At per standard. 

sala ; best 3 in. by llin.and£ s, d. g a 4, 
Deals: bee? 2 2 and llin... 2110 0 22 0 0 

2 in best 3 in. by @ in... 24 Ss uc: ee. 8 
Battens. AAA ry " is ‘3 “ 0 0 .. 28310 0 

mos Ar , and 3 in, by 7 in, 

oe ee 
Bates 8 in. EB ‘ie 85 cn 10 0 2010 0 
and 3 in. by 6 in. ..... - 010 0 less than 
2in. by 7 in. ...... untae 

3 in. by 4 in... ae Se oe —_ 

3 ia by 44 in odo veieee ae Gee Oa _ 
Dea ny 42 in seescee 2110 0 _ 
a: seconds ........_- 5 19 0 less than beat 

y 4in. and 2 in. by 6 in. 13100.” 
=. ty 44 in. and 2 in, by wwe 
MR. coccccccuvetubeess Be OS jo “oe ® 


THE BUILDER. 


WOOD (Continued). 
. Burtpine Woop (Continued)— At per standard, 


Foreign Sawn Boards— £s. 4. £s. d. 
1 in, and 1} in. by 7 in..... 0:10 0 ness than 
battens. 
DR vcnedsdansaceeSasees 100 
Fir timber’ best middling At per — “ 50 > 
Memel (average specification) 615 0 0 
SE b.5-4450 Snes ade bese C-e Oo ive é 10 0 
Small timber (8 in. to 10 in.) 5 5 0 .. 510 0 
Small timber (6 in. to 8 in.) 410 0 5 0 6 
Swedish balks ............ 4 0-0 410 0 
Pitch-pine timber (30 ft. 
GED Sees onee pusccs 5 0 9 00 
JOINERS’ WOOD t per standard. 
White Sea: first yellow deals, 
8 in. Dy 11 An.. wwecececece $815 0 .. 353 0 0 
Battens, 24 in. and 3 in. by 
O Uicihe desta be seca suse St: 2. M9 
ses yellow deals, 3 in. by 
Shee bcahe she00s es 0 .. 4-8 
- 3 ‘in. “3S 25 5 0 26 5 O 
rT 2} in, wi 3 in. 
_ Seay 20 0 0 21 0 0 
Third BA... —. 8 in, by 
25 Oe; BOR OT: . 00006 20 2 6 21 2 6 
Battens, 24 in. and 3 in, 
by 7 ichcktcacdecd wp 6.0 ~' 8 9 
Petersburg : first yellow deals, 
3 BE 4 re 2910 O 31 0 O 
DG, By. OY Othe -ccccce 25 5 0 26 5 O 
PEE, | co ee anes o05.00% 19 56 0 20 5 0 
ees — oe “tg deals, 3 in. 
si ie<es en sen 2110 0 23 0 O 
Do 3 in. ‘by O'in biked eww 2015 0 2110 0 
Py whiseecetsn¢ee 19 10 0 20 0 0 
Third — deals, 3 in. by 
2 Seen i 19 10 0 — 
Do, 3 in. by 9 in....... 
 -scdvbcssavnece 19 0 0 19 10 0 
White Sea and Petersburg— 
—_— white deals, 3 in. by 
Ce) sksekekonsdane 2210 0 24 0 
Firs white deals, 3 in. by 
seuwws shencees 21 0 O 2210 0 
Battens Te 18 10 0 19 0 0 
Second white deals, 3 in. by 
iad ie ok khsbes 20 0 0 21 0 0 
Senne. “white deals, 3 in. 
ee 19 0 0 20 0 0 
EL 15554 4600400000 18 0 0 18 10 0 
Pitch-pine deals ...........-. 34 0 0 35 0 0 
Under 2 in, thick extra... 010 O 100 
Columbian or Oregon Pine, 
BES MEE base conven se sy 28 0 O 29 0 O 
Yellow Pine—First, regular 
ee eer 57 0 0 upwards, 
PEE. win choke dedeese 39 0 O ‘ 
Seconds, regular sizes...... 43 10 0 * 
es 37 0 0 7 
Kauri Pine—Planks per ft. 
rere i oe —_ 
Oak Logs— 
Large, per ft. cube........ 0 56 6 0 6 6 
errr rr rr 0 4 6 056 5 
Wainscot Oak Logs, perft.cube 010 6 012 6 
Dry Wainscot Oak, per ft. 
super, as inch .......... e 6.2 0 3 
? in. do. rer 0 010 010 
Dry Mahogany—Honduras, 
Tabasco, per ft. super, as 
DS. 6520.56 sas 0ds0o059 6 1 8 0414 
Selected, Figury, per ft. 
GUPSE, BORER occ ccccse oe 2°¢ 0 2 6 
Cuba Mahogany .......... e 2 ¢ 0 2 6 
Dry Walnut, American, per ft. upwards. 
super, as inch .......... 010 es &-¢3 
French, “ Italian,’’ Walnut .. 0 1 0O 01 6 
Teak, per load (Rangoon or 
Moulmein) ....cccccccce r-H OO. BO DO 
er SG err 24 0 0 27 0 0 
American Whitewood planks, 
DOF 1. CUBE. < cccccosecs oe RO: -«., 2 Do 
Prepared flooring, etc.— Per square, 
1 in. by 7 in. yellow, planed 
OME GROG 2c cccccceteccse 018 0 a 
1 in. by 7 in. yellow, planed 
and matched .......... 018 0 z 66 
1} in. by 7 in. yellow, planed 
and matched .......... 120 1 56 O 
1 in. by 7 in. white, planed 
a ae 017 6 Te he 
1 in. by 7 in. white, planed 
and matched .......... 018 0 100 
1} in. by 7 in. | ee planed 
and matched at ze ax 3.9 : 28 
? in. by 7 in. yellow, 
matched and beaded or 
V-jointed boards ...... 014 6 016 6 
lin. by 7in. _,, a. 018 6 : 2. ~@ 
'> by 7 in. white ~ 014 6 016 6 
1 in. by 7 in. - me 018 6 :-3-@ 


6 in. at 6d. to 9d. per square Icss than 7 in. 


METALS. 


JOISTS, GIRDERS, &c. 
In London or delivered 
Railway Vans, per ton, 


Rolled Steel Joists, ordinary . S * £8. d. 


BOCTUOMS. . cc cccccccccscecs 10 10 O 
Compound Girders, ordinary 

ee rea ee no 3... mes 
Steel Oempound Stanchions.. 13 0 0 .. 15 0 0 
Angles, Tees, and Channels, 

ordinary sections.......... 12 0 0 13 0 0 
8 Rear 12 0 0 13 0 0 
Cast Iron Columns & Stan- 

chions, including ordinary 

POCOERS oc cccccccvcccece ee Cs, ORS 
Iron— Per ton, in London, 

Common Ba®s . «....++++++ 1010 0 11 0 0 

Staffordshire Crown 

merchant I apy / 1015 0 11 56 0 


good 
~Ssee ** Mark 
BS OC; Gu - 
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METALS (Continued). 
Iron (Continued)— ‘ Per ton, in iorpon, 
3 7 ° 
Mild Steel Bars ............ 12.0 
Steel Bars, Ferro-Concrete auaity, e12 basis price. 
— Iron, — price .... 
~ alvanised .. 19 9 9 A a 
“ And MA according to size and gauge. ) 
Sheet Iron Black— 
Ordinary sizesto 20g. .... 1110 0 .. as 
a a a 2 SN eee — 
| are) 3S ~ 
Sheet Tron, Galvanised, / ordinary quailty— 
Ordinary gy 44, 6 ft. by 2 ft. 


OO BPM. . 20050080 ? SS oer _ 
Ordinary sizes to 22 g. and 0 0 
Ostcy ites ts'tt's: oyie” ae - = 
Sheet Iron, Galvanised, flat, best auality— 
Ordinary sizes to 20 g. coos OO - * se _ 
es 22g. and 
‘pach hb aeeeee aes 2) 2 =e — 
ordinary ‘sizes to 38g cope we 20 O.. —_ 
Galvani Corrugated Sheets— 


“7 sizes, 6 ft. to 8 ft. 


Tee ee eee eee ee eee 


as 
~ 
[—) 
—) 
! 


Ondine sizes, 26 g. @.. 7 10 0 rN = 
Best Soft Steel Sheets, 6 it. 
} A to 3 ft. to 20 g. and 


OT EE a 13 10 0 — 
Best Sort Steel Sheets, 22 g. & 
 g. 06b er benh00ehs 550668 1410 0 — 
Best oft Steel Sheets, 26g... 16 10 0 -- 
Cut Nails, 3 in. to 6 in....... oe 8... 46 O08 
(Under 8 in., usual trade extras.) 
LEAD; &c. 
Delivered in London. 
meee es English, 4 lb £ sd... _ 
CE igs cedsvkceeuee 00 SS 0.0. «. _ 
solt in voils ibéads bededene 2510 O -- 
eee 28 10 : -- 


mpo pipe 
Noa Detvecy in —— in not less AY 5 cwt, lots, 
1s, per cwt. extra. 
ZInc— In casks . = — 
BOGE. 6 cvcccccdeeccicises 82 
Zinc in bundles .. percwt. 4 
CopPpER— 
Strong Sheet ...... perlb, 0 
Thin at. ieee iwh * 0 
Copper nails........ se 0 
Copper wire........ ie 0 
Brass— 
Strong Sheet ...... a 0 
Thin 0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


| | 


oo 
oo 


bid 


eee eee ee ee eens 


Trn—English Ingots ..__,, 
SOLDER—Plumbers’ ..__,, 
WIND 2500 cetess 
Blowpipe .........+. - 


_ 
eoKooreo *# FOF 


tS ee et et es 


Pd dd 


ENGLISH SHEET GLASS IN CRATES OF STOCK 
SIZES AND IN SQUARES IN ORDINARY SIZES.,* 
Per Ft, Delivered. 


FS er 4id. 26 oz, fourths .... 53d. 
» fourths .... 44d. 82 oz, thirds ...... 8id. 
21 oz. thirds ...... 5id. fourths .... 7 
oo CEES cece. Oe Fluted Sheet, 15 oz. sd. 
26 oz, thirds ...... 63d. - 21 oz. 64d. 
ENGLISH ROLLED PLATE IN CRATES OF STOCK 
SIZES.* 
Per Ft. Delivered, 
BF Se a.n 0 08 005.600456540 06605000 60 QE 3d. 
*; Rough rolled and rough cast plate .......... 344, 
i* Rough rolled and rough cast plate .......... 
Figured Rolled, Oxford Rolled, Oceanic, ‘oe 
Muffied, and Rolled Cathedral, white — 
Ditto, WE hice! tc cekaaitedvebsss 6d. 
* Not less than two crates. 
OILS, &c. £ sd 
Raw Linseed Oilin pipes...... pergallon” 0 2 9 
“ o » inbarrels .... pa 0 210 
in os oe REE. cies os oo & 
Boiled _,, » inbarrels .... ee 0 8 0 
indrums .... ae 03 8 
Turpentine in barrels .......... st 03 1 
in drums alec nt 03 4 
Genuine Ground English White Lead, per ton 34 0 0 
(In not less than 5 cwt. casks.) 
Re Bs OS Fabdescdiccecone perton 35 0 0O 
Best Linseed Oil Putty ........ percwt. 010 O 
OSU. WE esavcocccwescses per barrel 112 0 
GENUINE WHITE LEAD PAINT— 
Blackfriars, Nine Elms, or Park, etc., 
brands (in 14 lb, tins), not less than 
© ONG Bs covccvees per cwt. delivered 2 2 6 
VARNISHES, &c. 7 ng 
8. d. 
ene ee OO VANES 66-00 csccsodccvoces 08 0 
ED Re Es nso on caice 409s 600090000634 0 10. 6 
Superfine Pale Elastic Oak................ 012 6 
Fine Extra Hard Church Oak.............. 010 0 
rfine Hard-drying Oak, for seats of 
DE. £226 ne sian Vaeetel ees ones 014 6 
RR SE EDS dicccesccscddeseeess 012 9 
Superfine Pale Elastic Carriage............ 016 «0 
A EE 0 n6'n'nn 65 ceed ceo ceccte 010 0 
Finest Pale Durable Copal................ 018 6 
ED EE PE EE 0 66 ne viens tcecseaces ee 2 
Eggshell Flating Varnish.................. 018 0 
EE ED bene cewesecncneceres , 6.4 
SE als 6-60 send oo bebanws 06.04.09 012 0 
EE o's 5's.o os nontsaindhee? 010 0 
ee I Ga cess cvsebsectsesse00 016 0 
Oak and Mahogany Stain ................ 09 0 
Bruns EE Gahdvededie cs p0sdsiocoece 08 0 
TT bcos seeetebs knee cesses cctece 016 0 
int ¢h davis peebeedaonas sae do aes 010 6 
0 0 


g 
French and Brush Polish................+. 
[Owing to the exceptional ciroumstanoes which 
prevall at the present time, prices of materials 
should be confirmed by inquiry.) 
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TO CORRESPONDENTS. 


f NOTE.—All commpenieatoes | with respect to Mterary 
and artistic matters should be addressed to “ TH 
EDITOR” (and not to any person by name); those 
relating to advertisements and other exclusivel 
business matters should be addressed to TH 
BUILDER LTD., and not to the Editor. 

All communications must be authenticated by the 
name and address of the sender, whether for publica- 
tion or not. No notice can be taken of anonymous 
communications. 

The po gee gen of signed articles, letters, and 

pon “oll read at meetings rests, of course, with the 


We cannot undertake to return rejected communi- 
cations; and the Editor cannot be responsible for 
drawings, Pgane hs, manuscripts, or other docu- 
ments, or for models or samples sent to or left at this 
office, ‘unless he has specially asked for them. 

All drawings sent to or left at this office for con- 
sideration should bear the owner’s name and address 
on either the face or back of the drawing. Delay and 
inconvenience may result from inattention to this. 


Any commission to a contributor to write an article, 
or to execute or lend a drawing for publication, is given 
subject to the oy rte of the article or drawing, when 
peek . the Editor, who retains the right to reject 
it if tisfactory. The recéjpt by the author of a 
proof ‘of ai an article in type does not necessarily imply its 
acceptance, 

N.B.—Illustrations of the First Premiated Design in 
any important architectural competition will always be 
accepted for publication by the Editor, whether “ieey 
have been formally asked for or not. lah 


—_ —_ 
os 





TENDERS. 


Communications for insertion under this heading 
should be addressed to “ The Editor,’’ and must reach 
us not later than 2 p.m. on Wednesday. [N.B.—We 
cannot a Tenders unless authenticated either by 
the architect or the building owner; and we cannot 

publish announcements of Tenders accepted unless the 
coneamh of the Tender is stated, nor any list in which the 
lowest Tender is under 100/. unless in some exceptional 
cases and for special reasons.] 


* Denotes accepted. + Denotes provisionally accepted, 


BOGNOR.—Rebuilding of White Horse public- 
oom, South Bersted, Bognor. Messrs. Whitehead, 
architects :— 





E. Rooker & Son £2,5800/H. W. Briggs, 
H. W. Seymour.. 2,513 0 DONE” o.c006e £2,170 0 
S| are - 1,955 9 
BRISTOL.—For erection of a Batis cha | at 
Patchway. Messrs. a Trobe and eston, 
FF.R.I.B.A., architects, 1, Unity-street, Bristol :— 
Humphreys .... £770 0 "Lovell & Sons . > oe 10 
8. Bo ag coco De & Be. ae 687 16 
SE 763 ’ Clark & Sons .. 678 0 
rer ae Ténakics 137 Walters & Son*.. 643 0 

DE éndvivcans 730 o! 











Austrian 


RUSSIAN and JAPANESE 


a et Oak 


WAINSCOT 
SYDNEY PRIDAY, 


KING WILLIAM HOUSE, 2a, EASTCHEAP, LONDON, E.C. 
Depot: Wainscot Sheds, Millwall, E. T.N. : Avenue 667. 















THE BUILDER. 


CROYDON.—The Corporation have accepted 
the following tenders for the Electricity Depart- 
a 

or 





new economiser, consisting of 384 tubes, 
with dempers, complete, Messrs. Green 
Wakefield, £831; for raising the foun- 
rion 4 ft. for the economiser and for 
the a ve flues, removal of the induced 
dra plant to a new position, cutting new 
openings to chimney and alteration of flues, 
essrs. Hilton & pn, 37, St. Margaret’s- 
road, Brockley, 8.E., £578. 





CROYDON. —For screens ant hopper dredgers 
for the new_works on the farm 


Adams Hydraulics, Ltd. .......... £297 4 
PE TE siwccsncseviseecee 462 
pee * * ee 510 0 
Ham, Baker, & Co., Ltd. .......... 571 0 
Pie 654 1 


10 
(with manganese steel chains) 
| Pee ete 
(with manganese steel chains) 











ERITH.—Extension of sanatorium, for the 
Urban District Council : 
R. W. Marrable, Leytonstone* «+» £2,849 
EYNSFORD.—Improvement of sanitary arrange- 
ments at Council School, for the Kent Education 
Comentticn : — 
PEE I o... ockndcosccvnvase £142 
HALIFAX.—The Board of Guardians have 


accepted the following tenders for alterations to 
the Children’s Home :— 





Plumbing: J. Naylor TR. cece £115 0 
Masonry: Crossley & a sick aoe 
Joinery: — ££. ese 59 10 
Plastering ushworth & Firth .. 29 0 
: LONDON.—Installation of domestic telephones, 
fire alarms, etc., at Maudsley Hospital, for the 
London County Council :— 
Tyler & Freeman, London* .......... £271 





LONDON.—For general repairs, agg ag 
decorations, and Gostrle lighting, etc., at_90 S 
George’s-road, South Belgravia, WwW * ding 
Rogers, Chapman, & Thomas, orem, 50, Bel- 


rave-road, Westminster, " A 
©. Hoskins E. D. * Hook .- £336 00 
& Co., Ltd... £393 80)F. Stevens .... 328190 
Beaton & Son.. 365 20] Walter Day 316 15 0 
John Walker 
@ BOM> s..c0% 351 16 








J, J. ETRIDGE, I 


SLATE MERCHANTS. LED 





EXPERTS IN 


SLATING, 
TILING. 


BEST WORK ONLY. 


Telephone: Avenue 4940 (two lines), or write— 


Bethnal Green Slate Works, 


BETHNAL GREEN, LONDON, E. 





[May 7, 1915. 


STEVENAGE.—For erection of od 1 Cottages, 
for the  mavensee Urban District Counc 


Ekins & £2,758 0) 8. Redhouse. ue 
J. Willmott _. SA eee £1,994 9 
BB: covccscece 2,396 0} John Ray ...... 1,956 0 
Shrouder & Mat- Jolin Naden . 1,890 0 

SEE aibscaee 1850; F. J. Bailey & 
M. J. Allen 2.176 0} C6. ~.......... 1,890 0 

Tovne Bros. .... 2,040 0/ F. O. Foster & 
pi ee Sees eT ee 1,850 0 

OD cavecedens 2,031 0| A. W. Dym 


Stevenage 1,576 8 

{Owing to the attitude of the cai” Govern. 

ment Board, in consequence of the war, the 
proposed work has been postponed. } 





UXBRIDGE.—For carryiog out of Harefield 
Drainage scheme, for the ridge Rural District 


Council :— 

W. JackGon ........cccscccceees £1,012 0 9 
W. Lingwood, jun. ............ 835 1 
G. Wimpey & Co. ............ 861 9 3 
Payne roe ésibetedeb>oonaies 889 0 0 
Economic House Drainage and 

TT. cicliecccs codineets 997 0 0 
W. L. Lovell & Son ............ 825 0 0 
DS shisha Co lsal ccave¥seosbeweds 908 0 0 
=, oy. SE ei tates é5ckeeneeee 899 14 11 
EE oo ccc svesevees 861 5 5 
Langley & Johnson . 814 14 0 
- i ET ccaceeses 986 15 0 
Walter Wright ..... 789 13 7 
Hanson, Southall* 78119 9 








WEM. a. er and additions to National 
Schools. R. Matthews, architect, Nantwich :— 
S. Manley 81,899 0 Tommy, 

R. Powell...... 1,842 0 Station - road, 
F, SOEUM sccces 1,820 0 i. ieee 1,386 10 
i ae 1,499. 0 

————_-o—______- 


TERMS OF SUBSCRIPTION. 





“THE BUILDER” (Published Weekly) is pp cqpames DIREC? 
from the Office to residents in any part of th ited Kingdom 
at the prepaid rate of 19s. annum, with delivery by Friday 
Morning’ degen nagh oy its suburbs. 

To Canada, Fie. of. Per cane and to all parts of 
eg oo Ame! ca, castralia: ew Zealand, India, China, Ceylon, 


ye ay BUILDER LTD.) should be 


Remittances ( ble to ey 
addressed to 4, Catherin: e-street, Aldwych, London, W.C. 











Ham Hill Stone. 
Doultingg Stone. 
Portiand Stone. 


The Ham Hill and Doulting Stone Co., Limited 


corpora’ the Ham Hill Stone Co. and C. Trask & Son, 
= ~_— The Doulting Stone Co.). 


Norton, Stoke-under-Ham, Somerset. 
London Agent:—Mr. E. A. Williams, 
16, Craven-street, Strand. 





Asphalte.—The Seyssel and Metallic Lava 
Asphalte Co. (Mr. H. Glenn), Office, 42, Poultry, 
E.C.—The best and cheapest materials for damp 
courses, railway arches, warehouse floors, flat 
roofs, stables, cow-sheds and milk-rooms, gran- 
aries, tun-rooms, and terraces. Asphalte Con- 
tractors to Forth Bridge Co. T.N. 2644Central. 





Telephone DALSTON 1388. 
OGILVIE & CO., #2 s.r 
ay w “i pri ne - CO. 
unhiill Row 
Mildmay Works, Mildmay ating Islingwa, N. 
EXPERTS IN HIGH-CLASS JOINERY. 


ALTERATIONS AND DECORATIONS. “2: 


FREE. 
































Telephone: Museum 2570 (4 lines’, 








HOT WATER INSTANTLY 


NIGHT OR DAY 
EWART’S GEYSERS 


‘* CALIFONT.’’—Automatic Hot-Water Service. 
‘* LIGHTNING ” GEYSER.—Hot Bath in Five Minutes. 
‘‘ VICTOR ” GEYSER.—Cheapest Reliable Geyser Made 


Ewart’s Geysers reduce Gas Bills and Give Comfort. 
Ilfustrated Catalogue Post Free on Application. 


EWART & SON LTD 346-350 Euston Rd., London, N.W. 


ESTABLISHED 1834. 


Telegrams: ‘‘ GEYSER, Lonpox.” 
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CANADA HOUSE, KINGSWAY, W.C.—Messrs. TREHEARNE & NORMAN, ARCHITECTS 
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Sir Ernest Georce, A.R.A., F.R.I.B.A. 


PALACE, INDORE.—By 


SHIRPUR 
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HOUSE, FOREST ROW.—Mkr. W. Curtis Green, F.R.I.B.A., Arcuirect. 
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HOUSE, CAMPDEN-HILL, KENSINGTON, W.—Mr. Epwarp P. Warren, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., Arcuirecr, 
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ROMAN CATHOLIC CATHEDRAL, GEORGETOWN, DEMERARA.—Mr. LEONARD Strokes, F.R.1.B.A., ARCHITECT, 
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NOTTINGHAM.— Mr. W. Curtis Green, F.R.I.B.A., Arcnitect. 


CHURCH, CARRINGTON, 
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ALTERATIONS. 





HOLY TRINITY CHURCH, LAMBETH: DESIGN FOR 


Sir Cartes A. Nicnorson, Bart, F.R.I.B.A., ArcHirecr. 
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